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P E F A 6 

Based on the results of the /umual Surveys o f 

Industries (-SI) lor the period 19S0 to 1976, an aric-.lysis 
of the trends in uai-^e levels tn registered facT:o_:y secrov 
is \mdertaken in the present study with particular refe--; 
to the d.ifferentials among the lar^e and smaller unltt 
covered respectively by the census and sample. sectors or' 
A.SI. The related .sptcts of trer.do in pro..:.ctivity level: 
and share of wages in. value .added are also axamined-.. 
Further, the intrr. and inter-re^onal trends in i/ages, 
productivity and share of wages lu value added are also 
analysed in respect of six .industrially important States. 

Owing to non-availability of the time series data 
relating to the unorganised manufacturing se^itor, the 
inter-temporal analysis for this sector could not be 
•attempted. •lOKever, the analysis of wa^e differentials 
between-the registered and unorganised manufacturing 
sectors is presented for the time periods for which -data, 
are available. The inter-sectoral analysis is also 
extended'to focus the differentials in prevailing wages 
in industrial sector with the.t of the iroral labour. 

In the context of an economy with 'Widespread 

unemployment and under employment and ;ils^ with the 
simultaneous phenomena of capital deepening and slov; rate 
of growth of employment in the organised manufacturin'~; 
sector, the iriip03?tance of the Icnouiedge of trends in 
wages and productivity carinot bo over emphasised. This 
report, it is hoped, v;ould provide some useful information 
in this reg^ord. 

K.G. SEAL 
:E'' DEIiEII. 

DIRECTOR 
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CliiPTER 1 
IKTKODUCTICIT 

1.1 The present study exc-nines trends in -î âĝ s, . labuur 
TjroTwctivity and share of vfages.in val^xe added inNthe 
registered manufacturing sector. The wa,9;e di'fferential̂ -̂  
in six States important from the ;:Cirt of view of indur>-
trT':J i:;0-ti'-.-r. are also studied. A comar-^ti^'e stvdy of 
th:=' characteristics In the census cad ganpl̂ ^ sector^'is 
TT̂ ario. Unlike the organised sector; there ai:e no regular 
dc.t'e series for the unorganised sector. The analysi;5 
of v':ri.ge differentials betvreen the registered ^nd the un-
o?:gani3ed manufacturing sector is therefore, presented 
for the time periods for which data are available. Finally, 
the study also brings to focus the differentials in 
the prevailing wages in the industrial sector with that 
cf rural labour for a few States. 
1.2 The time series data for the years I960 to 1976 
used for this analysis in respect of organised industrii?.l 
sector have been obtained from the reoults of the ilrmual 
Survey of Industries (ASI), vdiich is being carried out 
every year (except 1972) vjith uniforn concepts and (T^fi-
nitions. The results for each year Are obtained separately 
f--> CijixT.us and.tlie sample sectors, as also for the combined 
r>.cl-:ry jector. This study is based on the data for all 
industries taken together in manufacturing, e'lectricity 
pv.d griS excluding x̂ ;ater supply, sanitary rjcrvices, 
recre.'tional .̂nd personal services. The inter-regional 
anEflysis is done for the six Statc!5 of Bihar, _G-uja2\^t, 
Mah.'vcafshtra, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh and Vest Bengal 
coMi>rising the top six States contributing in'all, about 
70 per cent to the value added. It is intended tf 
fc-^-:ia'jne the trends in v/ages, productivity and share 
CI \fir^3 in value added for 20 major groups of 

_  
ilie registered factory sector comprises the factories 
registered under the sections 2m(i) and 2n(ii) of the 
I.dian Factories Act, 1948. The factory sector is 
divided into census and sample sectors, the latter 
comprising of the factories employing 10-49 workers 
and using power and those enployiî g 20-99 workers but 
not using power, the former comprising those fr-.ctories 
employing 5* and more workers rith power and those 
eniTiloying 100 and moẑ e without power. 
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2/ Because of the varying accouiiting years of the factories " within the reference year, the ASI data do not necessarily relate to- a fixed twelve month period, Neither the calendar year nor the financial year deflator may therefore, be the most appropriate one. However, an exercise done n̂ ASI-67 data revealed that for majority of factories, the accounting year closed on 51st December or before. The calendar year defla.tors are therefore, uniformly used for the period 1960-76 for the purpose of arriving at tlie estimates of value added and wages at constant prices• 
The Consumer Price Indices for the centres of Jamshedpxir, 
Ahmedabad, Bombay, I-b-dras, Kanpur raid Galoiutta were 
taken respectively for the States of Bihar, Gujarat, 
Ife-harashtra, , Tamil Kadu, Uttar Pradesh and V/est Bengal, 

industries comparable over time, as also important from the 
point of view of contribution to value added in a subsequent 
bulletin. 
1 ,3 Ffr purptse •f comparative stud̂ ^ in trends in ivages 
and labour productivity, tiie tine series :iata on value added 
and wages had to ̂ ê converted to cor-̂ tant prices^ The time 
se-.'ie? ?:ol:ttln.;̂: to valiie added '.rero deflated by the .V/holesale 
Price Index for all coLimodities with 1951-r'2 as 100, It may 
be mentioned that the indices fcr I9c0-'̂ 1 were takf̂ n with 
1952-53 as 100 and then shifted to the base U'61-62. 
1.4 The time series relatin,*̂ : tm wagjos or emoluments were 
deflated by .the Consumer Price Index (General) for industrial 
workers with base 1960 after shifting the base to 1961 to have 
comparability vrith value added at constant prices. In case 
of the States the Consumer Price Indices of the appropriate 
centres were used, 
1.5 A.S limitations to the present study, it may be obser
ved that to the extent the data thrown up by ASI are aggre
gative in the sense that separa.te break-do\ra.s by sex, age or 
skill are not available, the analysis portrays only tho 
average picture, Further, the aggregative analysis of pro
ductivity at 'all industries^ j.evel imdertakon in this study 
ignores the inter-industrial'composition of value added, the 
inter̂ ii.duatrial difference : in capacity \ .iligation and the 
effect due t« specifi'̂  policies like capital subsidisation, 
incentives for backward areas etc. 
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2.1 In 1976 there 'jere S1106 factories in the registered 
sector conprising the census and sample sectors agp.inst 
':-01:»A -factories in I960. The registered factory sector was 
enployiig 5.2 million workers and 1.']- million eaployees 
other; than workers in 1976 c-'-gainst 3.2 million workers r.nd 
C,.| million er-iployees other thairi workers in I960 in all 
mnufacturing industries. Table (A, 1.0} of .-ppendix III, 

2.2 The census sector which had only 22 percent of f-cto-= 
ries in 1976, accounted for 84 percent of the employees of 
the registered sector. The rate of increase in nunber of 
factories in the census sector ̂ ;as more than in the sample 
sector. 

2.3 The average annual rate of increase in the 'workers' 
during the period was 3 percent against a distinctively 
high 8.2 percent for 'employeas other than workers'. The 
latter coraprising the supervisory staff, technicians, 
managerial and clerical staff etc., it may be noted, no 
longer formed a smi.ll fraction? f'-om 12 percent of the 
total employment in I960, it had shot up to 22 percent in 
1976. 

2,4 V/e can divide the period into the four sub-periods 
1960-63, 196;-67, 1968-71, 1975-76 each of which is marked 
by distinctive characteristics of its own, as will be 
revealed from cols. 2 to 4 of Table (A,1-0) of Appendix III 
presenting different economic indicators. The first sub-
period recorded a 9.1 percent rate of increase per annum 
on the avera e in induE'orid production with an increase 
of 1,4 percent in per ct,pita -national income, the consumer 
prices restricted to a 3.2 percenv increase. 

1P.07TH i: NUI1BEK 0? THE FACTORIES EMPLOYIEIIT IK 
THE REGISTEJ,:ED SrCTOR 
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In contrast, the second sub-period was accompanied by 
an inflationary trend with 11.8 percent increase in 
consumer prices and reflected a- substan^tially lower 
rate of industrial production (4.2 percent). During 
the third period the consumer prices ''showed an .\brupt 
downfall (2.6 percent) accompanied by a modLiMtely good 
rate of increase (6,0 percent) in the industrial pro
duction. The fourth sub-period again registered a 
high inflationary trciij!̂  of 10.0 percent, the rate of 
industrial production again falling back to 4.8 percent 
The average annual rates of change in different charac
teristics are shoim in Table (1) for these sub-pcriocs. 
2.5 The trend in the different characteristics for 
the factory sector revealed that the rate of growth in 
number of factories was 4--5 percent during the first 
and third sub-periods and 6.3 percent in the fourth 
and only 2,6 percent in the second. The rate of growth 
in the nmber of workers has come down from 4-4 percent 
for the first sub-period to 3.5 percent in the last sub-
period. The number of 'employees other than workers' 
grevf at a substantially higher rate (8,2 percent) than 
the 'workers' (3-0 percent), the most significant growth 
being observed during the period 1963-67. The rate of 
growth of total nuiBbor of employees declined to 4.1 
percent for the last sub-period compared to 4.8 percent 
during the first sub-period. 

2.6 It may be observed that the average rate of 
growth of employment in the census sector declined 
during the entire period. In contrast, however, the 
rate of ^̂ rowth of employment in the sample sector, 
though initially slow up to 1971, experienced a very 
high rate of increase of 8.6 percent during the 
period 1971-76, due to the emphasis laid- on the 
smaller units in the seventies through govermental 
measures. 

file:///brupt
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TABLE (1): AVEEiifJE'ANiTUAL RiVTES OP CKiVKGE (PERCENT) IN 
NUMBER OF FACTORIES AND EMPLOYEES IN THE 
PJ3GISTERED FACTORY SECTOR DURING SUB-PERIODS 
1960-63, 1963-67, 1967-71 --nd 1971--76. 

ALL INDUSTRIES iLL INDIA 
item • Year Census 

sector 
Sample 
sect or 

Factory 
sector 

(1) (2J (4) (5) 
, number of factories 1960-63 6,3 3.9 4.5 

1963-67 5.2 2.6 
1967-71 7.6 3.9 4.5 
1971-76 2.5 7.7 6.3 
1960-76 5.2 4.6 4.6 

number of workers 1960-63 5-5 0.3 4.4 
1963-67 2.0 -1 .0 1.4 
1967-71 3.3 2.3 3.1 
1971-76 2.6 8.3 3.5 

- 1960-76 3.2 3.0 3.0 

. number of employees 
other than workers 1960-63 • 9.8 2.9 8.2 

1963-67 12,9 12.7 12.7 
1967-71 6.9 1 i2 5.7 
1971-76 6.0 1 0.2 6.7 
1 960-76 6.7 7.2 8.2 

• . number of employees 1960-63 5.9 0.6 4.8 
1963-67 3.4 1 .3 3.0 
1967-71 4.0 2.0 3.6 
1971-76 3.3 8.6 4.1 
1950-76 4.0 3.6 3.8 

5780 
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CHAPTER 3 

TRENDS IN EI40LUM?HTS, WAGES kl^D EARNINGS 

3.1 From the definitions provided in Appendix I it 
would be seen that the 'emoluments' relate to the 
employees and the 'wages' to the 'workers'. The wages 
include all payments made to workers in cash like 
basic wages, dearness allowance, overtime payments, 
shift allowance, leave wages, bonuses etc. but do not 
include the money value of benefits in kind. The 
'emoluments' on the other hand, include the money 
value of the benefits for workers and other employees 
together besides the wages and salaries and other cash 
allowances^ If we ignore terminal benefits in the form 
of employer*'s contribution to provident fund, pension, 
gratuity and similar rther charges, a measureof 
earnings is obtained for the employees as a whole 
through the ratio annual emoluments per employee. 
To the extent the v/agos are exclusive of benefits 
in kind, the ratio annual wage per worker underestimates 
the real earnings of a worker. 

3.2 It will be of interest, hov^ever '̂ to examine 
the trend in the earnings of the workers.. Direct 
estimates are not available. However, for the years 
I960 to 1966 the ASI results give the money value of 
benefit.^ for tho combined group of 'workers' and 
^employees other than workers' as also the information 
on the total wages and salaries paid to all employees. 
Allocating to workers in the ratio of wages (to workers) 
to total wages and salaries (paid to all employees) 
the estimate of benefits paid to workers was obtained 
for each of the year I960 to 1966, This was added 
to the wages to arrive at the earnings for each 
year. 
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3 . 3 Prom 1967 onwards while, we have the information 
on wages paid to workert:, the aoney value of benefits 
in kind and the informj.tion on ĵages and salaries 
paJ.d to employees v;ere not ava;'.lable for ' any year. 
Using the linear regression-; obtained from the data 
of 1960-66 between the "percentage of workers to all 
employees" (x) and "percentage of wages to workers 
to total wages and salaries paid to all employees" (y), 
the estimate of percentage of wages and salaries was 
obtained for each year. This gave the estimates of 
total vrages and salaries paid to all employees which 
when subtracted from the emoluments yielded the esti
mates of money value of benefits to all employees. . 
Allocating again, in the ratio of Drages to workers 
to total wages and salaries, the time series of 
benefits to workers was obtained—'̂  for the registered 
sector as a whole= 

3 . 4 Table (2=1) presents the total emoluments and 
wa,::;es for the differe: ': years. The i..oney value of 
benefits (arrived at by following the approximate 
procedures) as percentage of wa,̂ es is also given. 
The annual emoluments per employee, wages and earnings 
per worker and their indices with 1961=100 are presen
ted. The benefits in kind to workers fluctuated from 
3 to 10 percent of the wages to workers over the time 
period. A comparison of the indices of the wages and 

2,/ y r: -55.81 + 1.231 1 x (R^ ^_ o.98) 
4 / B ' . K . Madan in his book -"The real vrages of industrial 

Labour in Irdia" page 11, footnote to Table 1, used 
the ratio o"̂  wages to total t^ges and salaries for 
the year 1966 for estimating the total wages and 
salaries for the year 1967 to 1970 without however, 
examining the clear declining trend in the ratios 
for the year 1960-66. Further, in Table 2, page 16, 
Madan's figures "Average earnings per worker" 
perhaps relate, in fact, to the "wages'* and not 
"earnings" including the benefits. 

Sk/ 
5780 



TABLE (2.1 ): 

Year 

t o t a l 

e n o l u -

n e n t s 

paid t o 
er.iDlo-
y e e ' 

ANira..L EKOLUrCHTy PER EMPLOYE " aNJ .;a"iraiL •,;;-..5E3 .:JiE EAPJTINGS PER WORKER 
AT CUR.1E "̂T PRICES DURING 1960-76: FACTORY SECTOR 

ALL INDIA 

Inde:-: ( T961 = 100} total estima--
-̂ ages ted 
paid to >oage of 
workers benefits 

in kind 
to wa,'-es 

per en 
ployee 
anniial 
enolu 

^ p e r w o r k e r 

a n n u a 1 a n - . i u a 1 

wages earnings 
2/ 

a n n u a l 

e H O l u g i e n t s 

p e r e m 

p l o y e e 

annual 
wages 
per 
worker 

annual 
earnings 
per 
worker 

1 c r o r e s ) ( c : . - o : --'^^ 1, 
( 2 } ( U . - T T T " ( 6 J ^•71:^: V-T) 

1̂ .60 53'-' 387 8.31 1479 1 200 1300 92.44 02.02 92.20 
1961 597 455 S . I 4 1600 1304 1410 1 00.00 100.00 100,00 
1 962 694 ;̂-94 S . 2 4 1701 1 400 15I6 108.19 107.36 1 0 7 . 5 2 
1963 774 5-:-2 8,60 18:5 1 476 1603 1 1 5 , 5 1 1 1 5 , 1 9 113.69 
1Q64 906 603 9 . 5 5 2002 1562 1708 1 2 5 . 1 2 119 .79 121 . 1 3 
1965 eye 679 2.62 2091 1735 1781 150.69 1 5 5 . 0 5 126.31 
196G 1695 743 2.96 2301 1897 1955 143.81 1 ̂ -5.48 158.51 
1967 1203 812 3.26 2551 2091 21 59 159.44 160.35 155.. 12 
1968 1355 879 5.72 2808 2224 2351 1 7 5 . 5 0 170.55 166.7; 
1969 1 473 967 4.97 2938 2357 2 :-7.:- 183.62 180.75 175.';6 
1970 1674 1 050 8 . 1 5 3209 2555 2695 200.56 195.78 191 . 1 5 
1971 1882 1 21 1 5.26 3v68 2762 2907 216.75 211.31 206.17 
1973 2495 1565 6.44 4294 5364 3581 268.37 257.98 2 5 3 . 9 7 
1 974 3C':-8 1820 9.96 5077 5327 , 4208 3 1 7 , 5 1 295 .48 298.44 
1975 3459 2146 5.97 5429 4301 •;472 5 5 9 . 5 1 3 2 9 . 8 5 317.16 
1976 3632 2267 2.98 5 : 7 0 '1357 •;488 341.87 3 3 : . 1 3 318.30 

_L/ The estimates of b'. nefits in kind paid to orkers are not directly available from ASI c'ata 
caid hence apr)roxir^.te procedures are adopted separately' for 1960-66 and 1967-75, r-.s 
explii.ined in the text." 

2 / Based on data collected in Part II of '̂.SI schedule, Labour Bureau (LB) publishes data on 
r.verage ej.rnin,:,s per nan d...y worked in Indi.,.n Lr.bour Year Book but owingZconceptual 
differences, no attempt is nade to compare the results of LB with those obtained here. 
Refer .̂ p'oendix II for conceptua.l differences in the estimates of employment as obtained 
by LB and i.SI. ^ 

1 

I 

I t o 
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earnings at current prices shows th&t by and large 
upto 1964 the two present the r-me picture. From 
1965 onwardt;> the increase in the index relating to 
the earninrr lag ,ed behind that of wages till 1973. 
It is however, clear that the rate of increase of the 
emoluments per employee was more than that of earnings 
of the workers throughcj.t the period, 

3 . 5 Even though the wages and em_oluments underestimate 
the actual earnings of thr; workers and employees , res
pectively, in absehce of tabulated time series data 
on the benefits i n kind, terminal benefits etc.^ the 
present study is constrained to deal .'with the "annual 
wages per worker" a.nd the "annual emoluments per 
employee", hereafter referred to merely as "wages" 
and "emoluments" reG^bectively. 

3 . 6 At current prices the vjages in the factory sector 
increased from Ps,1200 to 5̂ .̂4357 during the period 
I960 to 1976 whereas the emoluments increased from 
Rs.'. 479 to Pi;.5470-r It is therefore, evident that the 
rate of increase in the cmolume--ts was a little -/more 
than that of wages. ¥e now examine the differentials 
in wages and emolu^nts in the • census and the sample 
sectors as o.lso the movements of wages and emoluments 
in each of these sectors during the period under review^ 
Table (2,2) sbovjs that i n the census sector the average 
wage at current prices increased from ^s,1325 in I960 
to 3̂.4B69 in 197'^, whereas i-"- the sample sector it 
increased from \:-.701 to ̂ -.2136 indicating a faster 
increase in the census sector. In absolute terms, 
in sixties, the wage in the census sector was a little 
less than twice of that in the sample sector. This 
differentials seemed to have increased in the later 
years. These trends were also observed in respect of 
the 'emoluments*. As between the vrages and emoluments 
in the respective sectors the rate of increase in 
eraolumcnts vjas more than the wages. 
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TABLE (2,2): WAGES 1^.1) EMOLWSITTS A T CLTR'-^ENT P R I C E S 
D U R I N CT 1960-

LLL INDUSTRIES A L L IFDIA 
Sector Sanole Sector Fa.ctory Sector 

Year Wages 
(r.s.) 

Emolurients 
(rs.O 

Wages 
(Rs.; 

îio lumehts Wages Emoluments 
(1 J ( 3 ) ( 7 ) 

1960 1325 1656 701 784 1200 1479- • 
1961 1 4 1 3 1757 804 394 1304 1600 
1962 1550 1922 813 889 1400 1731 

1963 1608 2036 854 963 1476 1845 

1964 1 684 2185 908 1032 1562 2002 
1965 1862 2265 984 1092 1735 2091 
1966 2044 2499 1115 1274 1897 2301 
1967 2261 2783 11S7 1381 2091 2551 

1968 2429 3105 1259 1435 2224 2808 
1969 2564 3230 1353 15^9 2357 2938 
1 9 7 0 2809 3549 1297 1591 2553 3209 
1971 2988 3787 1 497 1722 2762 3468 

1 9 7 3 371 6 4770 1796 2176 3364 4294 
1974 4237 5658 1929 2426 3827 5077 
1975 4791 6103 2052 2466 4301 5429 
1976 4869 6147 2136 2552 4357 5470 
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}-JAL V/AGES AlO EMOLIA-IITTS 
3.7 In ovder to exanine whc'-hc there have been a 
il̂ .'-i:ricar-t iiaprovcrucnt in wages a-nd eifioluments of 
V70rkers and employees rcspectivelyj the data on wages 
and emoluments wore deflated by the Index numbers of 
consumer prices fcr industrial workers. The real 
wages and the real cD.olunents arc presented in Table 
(5.1 ) and their indices with 1961^100 shown in 
Table (5.2) for tho census, sample and the combined 
factory sectorl 

3.8 In the factory sector an improvement will be 
noticed in real wages. However, whenever the consumer 
price increase v/ere prominent, the real --ages showed 
a do%:nward trend.. An improvement in real emoluments 
is also noticed during the p.riod under review. 
Particular mention may be made of the decline in 
consumer price index in 1976 vfhich was responsible 
for an abrupt increase in real wages as well as real 
emoluments. By and I-̂.ẑge, the index fcr emoluments 
was higher than that of wages (Table (3.2)). Thus 
the real ea:;nings of tho "cmplcyoes other than workers" 

more iLiprovement than that of tho workers. 

3.9 In absolute terns, the differentials in both 
the real wages and real emoluments between the census 
sector and tho sample sector were very wide throUi^out 
the period. As regards the movcTient of tho real \-?ages, 
it will be observed to increase by 21 percent over the 
I96I wages in tho census sector, while it registered 
a 7 >̂ercent decline in the sample sector. In fact, 
the differentials increased over time. Whereas in 
1960 the real v/age in the s.'̂-mple sector ("̂ 3,732 ) formed 
53 percent of that ir tho ccnsu? sector ('̂ .3.1 379 )» it 
was only A4 percent in 1975 The emoluments in the 
sample sector in 1976 ir. real teres were the same as 
in 1961, whereas in the census sector tlic sane 
increased by 23 percent. 
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TiiBLE ( 3 . 1 ) ElMTS DURINa 1960-76 .-T 1961 PRICES 

.LL lilDIA 
Year Census oector - ̂ aK2le_j: • ector Eaetory seetor 

^'J-\re s 
._..(f?s. ) Enolunents Wages E1' •o].UH';-Tts 

) 
'7age s ] 
(̂ %̂) 

Eiinolumoi: 
(Rs. ) 

1960 1379 1725 752 CI 1 1 2 5 0 15 , -0 

1951 1 ^̂  3 1757 804 894 1 304 1 600 
1962 1 4 8 5 1353 781 862 1 ..61 1681 
1 963 1516 1920 C07 90q 1392 1 7 4 0 

1964 1 404 1822 759 853 1 3 0 3 1668 
1Q65 1 41 1 1715 738 833 1 3 1 3 1 5 8 5 

1966 1 41 0 1 7 2 3 775 384 1307 1587 
1967 1371 1 6GS 71-5 831 1267 1 546 

1968 1 4 2 9 1827 738 840 1308 1 6 5 2 

1Q69 1526 1 0 2 2 7̂ )7 875 1 4 0 4 1 7 4 9 

1970 1 5 8 7 2004 739 8 s 5 1 4 4 4 1814 
1971 1632 2070 823 938 1 5 1 0 1895 

1 9 7 3 1 6 3 7 21 02 786 9 5 7 1 481 1891 
1974 1 4 5 0 1937 662 8 3 3 1 3 1 0 1 7 3 9 

1975 1550 1974 661 7̂ 7̂ 1391 1756 
1976 1710 2160 749 896 1532 1922 

SL/ 



2) ; IKDia;., S CP :cl . : -L 'AGES -1.: J. O 

...LL INDI.:. 
0ensun oecto Sarrole sector Fact.or:̂  r sector 

Year 19&1 = 100} I Index 1961 = 100} (Index ' 961' = 100) Year .Real 7 a g e Real Dnolu- Real "/age Real L q o I U " _Leal 7 a g e Real Lniolu 
nents E:ents nent s 

( 5 ) ^ TT) ( 7 t : -
1960 97.59 98.18 91 .04 90.72 9 5 . 86 96.25 
1951 100.00 100 .00 100.00 100 .00 100.00 100.00 

1962 105.10 105.C3 97.1 '̂ r . 96 .42 1 a:-. 57 1 05.06 

196? 1 07.29 1 09.28 100.37 101.68 1 06. 75 103.75 

196: 99.36 105.70 • 94 . 40 95.41 90. 0 2 10 :..25 
1 965 99.86 07.67 91 .79 95.18 1 00. 59 99.05 
1 966 09.79 08 • OG 96.39 98.83 1 00, 23 90.19 
1967 97 . 05 96 .07 ' 83.93 92.95 97,16 96,63 

1968 1 0 U 1 3 105.98 01 .79 95.96 1 00', 31 105.25 
1969 lo:̂ . . 109.50 99.13 97 .00 1 07. 57 100 .51 

1 970 1 1 2 . 3 1 111.. 06 91 .92 100.11 110.74 115,58 
1 971 Ti 5 - 5 0 117.81 102.36 104.92 115.80 118.44 

1973 1 1 5 . 3 5 119.64 97.76 1 07.05 1 1 3 . 57 118.19 
197-;-
1975 

102.6 2 
109.70 

110.24 
112 .55 

82.34 
82.21 

93.18 
89.15 

1 00. 
1 06. 

.1-6 
67 

109.69 
1l9^75 

1Q76 1 21 . "-2 122.94 93.1-6 100.22 117. 48 120.12 

I 
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CHAPTER 4 

__IN JyOECUR PRO';[JOTIVITY 

4-1 ?tie labour -orod̂ :ctivi-t3' ±s deriiieci as f^e net 
vf;lne added divided by the number of em̂ -;lo"e£ _ ; 
Vc i lue added concept is more relevant fo": neasuring 
productJ.v ",ty than tlie •••-rcs^ value of output since it 
yields"a magnitude -hich is distributable among the 
factors-labour and capital ithin an industry. The 
net value added for each year has been obtained by 
deducting froi-n output at current r̂ rices the inputs and 
depreciation at current prices. Table (4.1) presents 
the value added per employee at current prices and also 
at constant prices (1961-62), arrived at by deflating the 
current prices series by the indices of •rholesale prices 
for all comm_odities. 
4.2 It /ill be observed from Table (4.1) that at 
current prices value added per employee in factory sector 
increased from •'iSTSI ir ']^60 to fc. 10974 in 1976, the 
sharp increase in later years being mostly due to 
inflationary condition^. In real terms the labour 
productivity remained almost static during seventies, 
except for 1976 when it increased. 
4.3 In the census sector the labour productivity as 
ŝ. 12139 in 1976 as compd.re.1 to ^3.2975 in I960. In real 
terms the labour productivity remained stat:'c during 
seventies except for an increase during 1^76. In the 
sample sector although at current prices labour 
productivity increased from 1̂ .̂1919 to Us.5952 during the 
period, if we adjust for price increase, the labour 
productivity in 1976 remained at the same level as that 
of 1960. Particular mention may be made to a decline in 
5/ It should hov7ever, be noted that this definj.tion 
does not exclusively relate-to labour efficiency because 
an increase in labour productivity may be at the same time 
due to increase in capital, technclo{:y oj- management. 
Refer "ri.eport on trends on iitilisation of labour and other 
incuts in'selected industries", Labour Bvreau, Ministry oi 
Labour Emr)lcynent, and Sinha, J.N, and Sawnny. P.K. ; 
''Wages and -oroductivity in selected industries" (in the 
book, ho ever, the concept of gross value added which is 
inclusive of depreciatior] is uned). 
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T...BLL(4.1 ) VALUE ADDED PER Ei-IPLOYEE AO? 
CU;IHEHa? AND C IfSTANT PRICES FOR 
^i'NSUS, SA'̂ PIE A^D FACTORY SECTORS^ 

ALL_MI ( J 3 T A I E S 

Year 

A L L IHDlH 

C_ensus_3ec-'"ô  
current " l^^gj 

^ Value added per, employee(Rs) 
• jarn;ole se_ctor__ 
current" 1961-62 s e ct or 

prices prices prices prices prices 6 
pri 

( 1 ) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) .•1 r±.±, 
( 7 ) 

i960 2975 3037 1 9 1 9 1959 2761 2818 
1961 3239 3207 2214 2199 5052 3023 
1962 3415 3283 2035 1954 3160 3037 
1963 3756 . 3477 2 1 9 3 2032 3477 3 2 2 0 

1964 3960 3328 1939 3105 
1965 4265 3307 2557 1983 4011 31 1 0 
1966 4601 3194 2822 1964 4 3 1 3 2 9 9 5 
1967 4027 2908 2737 1650 44S0 2699 
1968 5209 3158 2777 1680 4777 2895 
1969 5942 . 3516 3504 ^ J70 5516 3264 
1970 6516 3640 3757 20^9 6037 3372 
1971 6831 3674 3551 191 2 6318 3397 
1 9 7 3 8706 3 6 4 3 4353 1820 7907 3308 
1974 1 1 1 5 2 3666 5213 1787 1 0048 3305 

1975 11104 3593 5 2 1 2 1686 1 0 0 1 3 3240 
1976 12139 4033 5952 1976 1 0974 3646 
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TABLE ( 4 . 2 ) ; 

ALL INDUSTRIES 

I N D I C E S O P V A L U E A D D E D P E R EI^IPLOYEE F O R 
CEK3US, SALTPLE /LND F A C T O R Y S E C T O R S : 

X-.LL I N D I A 

Year Census sector Sam;gle sector Factory sector Year current 
prices 

f^f-62 
prices 

current 
prices 

T 9 T 1 ' - 72 
prices 

current 
prices 

1961-62 
prices 

(1 J [2) - TTF • (4) • (5) • • 

1960 
1961 
1962 
1965 

91 .85 
100.00 
105.43 
1 1 5 . 9 6 

9 4 . 7 0 
1 0 0 . 0 0 
1 0 2 . 3 7 
108,42 

86.68 
100.00 

91 .92 
9 9 . 0 5 

89.09 
100,00 
88.86 
92.41 

9 0 . 4 7 
100.00 
1 0 3 . 5 4 
1 1 3 . 9 3 

9 3 . 2 2 
1 0 0 . 0 0 
100.46 
1 06 .52 

1964 
1 9 6 5 
1 9 6 6 
1967 

122.26 
1 3 1.68 
142.05 
1 49.03 

1 0 3 . 7 7 
103rl2 
99.59 
9 0 . 6 8 

1 0 4 . 3 8 
1 1 5 . 4 9 
127.46 
123.62 

88.18 
9 0 .18 
89 .31 
7 5 . 0 3 

121 ,07 
1 3 1 . 4 2 
1 4 1 . 3 2 
146,79 

102.71 
1 02.88 

9 9 . 0 7 
89.28 

1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 

1 6f\82 
183.45 
201 .17 
210.90 

98.47 
1 0 9 . 6 4 
1 1 3 . 5 0 
114.56 

1 2 5 . 4 3 
158.27 
169 .69 
160 .39 

76.40 
9 ; . 1 3 
95.45 
86.95 

156.52 
180.73 
197.80 
207,01 

95.77 
10 7 . 9 7 
111.54 
1 12 ,37 

1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

268 .79 
3 4 4 . 3 0 
342.82 
3 7 4 ; 78 

1 1 5.60 
1 1 4 . 3 1 
1 1 2 . 0 4 
125.76 

196.61 
235.46 
2 3 5 . 4 1 
263 ,83 

82.76 
81 .26 
76.67 
89,86 

259.08 
3 2 9 . 2 3 
328.08 
3 5 9 . 5 7 

1 0 9 . 4 3 
109 .33 
1 07.18 
120.61 

the (rocluctivity durir;'? ^he periods 1'̂ •'i 3 to 1975 in 
this sector. Further, the gap between the census 
and sm^^Te sectors as regards labour ^reluctivity 
increasel further during the period under review. 
4.4- ' The rele.tive movement of labour productivity 
in real terms for the C:J:ISUS and the sample sectors 
can be exami].icd from 'I'able (4.2) where the real value 
added per employee in different years are expressed 
as indices with 1961 as 100.00. Relatively, the index 
for the sample sector always lagged behind that of the 
census sector. "i'/hile the 1961 level of productivity 
was never reached during the r)eriod U-nder reviev.f in the 
sample sector, the census sector reported a 26 percent 
increase. 
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T?lEi;DS 11; PRICES aIT:o P ,:10mCTIYITY x 

, S It "'•ill be obRe"'"vecJ froj'i. Table ( A - 3 ; that T:age 
level tcnda to follô -r the -̂"iricc trend wb_cn the Ir/cter shoirs 
hi;:ber r<\te o f increase (for e r ra i rT l e f r o n \^-66~-67 to 1̂ )68-69 i 
The overall trend is that tbc -fa-ge level iiore O'-: lose follows 
the p-̂ ôduct ivity novo:".'en,t. This io quit e obvious 'rhcn it is 
observê -L that the ; ^ovei''.ent of vages w: • q nearer that of 
nroductivity during the seventies and 0 . I 3 0 the rate of 
increa.Ge in productivity was nuch hi'dier thon that of prices. 

Table {4.3)' lij'̂ ICES GU UiES'̂  i OF W:-A-GKt,S L ' PRICX;S A H . : . ) CO]̂  ...BOUR P.a0mC' S'JriiZ-R PKIGI;S 
. .'c'es = "TTTcrro' 7 ^ — 

Tea J? Consuner Wage !j at Va.lue ; 
Price Indo:; cur3:ent per en 
for Industi :-ial prices at cur: 
TTorherri — — 

z i s ) : ! : : : ; : : : 
prices 

1060 06 ,2 0 2 . 0 0 0 . 5 
1061 100.0 1 0 0 . 0 100.0 

1962 1 02,9 1 0 7 . 1 0 3 . 5 

1963 1 0 5 . 8 1 1 3 . 2 1 1 3 . 9 

1964 1 2 0 , 2 1 1 0 , 0 1 2 1 . 1 

1965 131 . 7 1 3 3 . 1 131 . 4 
1966 1 4 5 . 2 1 4 5 . 5 141 . 3 

1067 165.4 1 60,4 1.''r6,8 
1 068 1 7 0 . 2 170.6 156,5 
1069 168.3 180.8 180.7 
1 0 7 0 176.9 1 0 5 . 8 197.8 
1071 1 0 2 . 7 21 1 . 8 2 0 7 . 0 

1 9 7 5 226,0 258.0 2 5 9 . 1 

1 974 2 9 2 . 3 2 0 3 . 5 3 2 9 . 2 

1075 308.7 3 2 9 , 8 328.1 

1976 234.6 3 3.M 359.6 
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5.1 j-'c.'ole ( 5 . 1 ) v):?e3;~nt;f scT)."x:̂ citely the porcentc.>fTe 
sTiaren of '-agey and ev.olujAents re^jpectively in value adcied, 
for the census secto::, t'le •'̂'••-nplc s e c t o r and the co-ibined 
factory sector-. It is obf^jrv-;, t^at in the factory sector 
the s'̂ are of \7age.-; in value added had a'o average value of 
36 r>ercent. l+lhis proportion re'.o.ster'Gt. a decline from 
38 percent in I960 to 31 percent in 1976, tbe decline 
being unnistakably iior^ed in seventioci. The census sector 
which obviously doterriner^ tho results for the combined 
factory sector, srô r̂:5 the ̂ )ie t r e n d aaound an averâ .'e of 
36 perce^it. In the sample G o c b o r , the sh.-.re of wages in 
value added wa.-3 les,"?, the v̂er:-gc being 32 ^oercent. -I 
decline particul-'-rJy during the late:: y e a r s will be noticed, 
though the a.ao botveen two categories of the units vould 
seem to nar^row down. 

SH£i|ffi_QF J K0I;U1 :T S. JrOiiĴ uT^;*^-'• '1Ij.„ 

5 .2 If no\' we consido:.: t'le cm-olcyees" and not nerely 
the "wor^'e^s'"', the share of total e irnings of the e?\ployees 
i.e the 'emoluments' in v^lue added T.̂ ili be seer, to decline 
fo3: t'le years from 5;- p e r c e n t in I960 to 50 pe-;cont in 
1976 in the factory sector, the a v e r a g e being 54 percent. 
The censu-? sector reported a higher avera.'^.o of 55 -ocrcent 
as comî ared to 45 nercent in the sai.ir)0_̂ oector, althow^gh 
whereo-s in the f o r a c r a decline is -lOticod, the î roriortion 
-ijould appear to increaso over the y e a r s in the latter. 
5 . 3 TTill be of interest noT to corr-iarc the prooortion 
01 enplcyees' earnings to v,:..luc adf:̂ od ir Indian manufacturing 
with the corre:^ponding -^roDort? oiis aa obt"-.ining in the mnu-
facturing sectors of otbor count:cies. '-"-'e United Kations 

file:///7age.-


( 3 . 1 ) 3 OF IN 
o.jLi) FOR cr - rsus , 

V.-... 
o... 

.LUE ..jIjEj) ^ K D TrL-. 

..KOPLE .j;:0 FL..CTORY 
OF EflCLUlSi"; 

SECTOR. 
Ts 1,1 V...IU; 

ALL lîiĵI..̂  

Con 3 U 3 sector Ŝ .rnple sector Factory s 
_norc_vn ta'c ghCvre of nercentv,;! ̂-e share of pe rcenta.'?© s' 

Year s.p^cs in 
adCccl 

value enolumenta in wages in value 
value aflclec- added 

1 emolunents 
in value 
added 

wa,gc s in 
value 
added 

19 e'o" • 39.38 55^:'67" " 31 .69 40.85 3 8 . M 

1'6-| ; - M 7 5 4 . 2 5 3V.79 4 0 . 4 0 38.19 

1952 S O . 61 56 .27 • 34 .44 4 3 . 7 1 38 .99 

1063 37.61 54.21 3 3 . 5 4 4 3 . 9 0 3 7 . 1 5 

1061- ;i 6 . A- • r 55.19 32 . 74 44.64 56.06 
l o r ^ 3 6 . 5 5 5 3 - 1 2 31 .46 42.70 36.16 

19t;5 36.70 5 4 . 3 1 31 .80 4 5 . 16 36.26 
1067 3 " . 9 2 ' 5 7 . 6 6 3 4 . 1 1 5 0 . :.7 38.-':-3 

u-6a 5 9 . 6 0 36 .55 51 .68 38 .13 

1069 35 . 3 5 5 4 . 3 6 3 0 . 3 4 4 4 . 4 8 34 .85 
1^70 3 5 . 1 4 54.47 27 .35 42.35 3 : - .30 

1 071 35 . :-6 55 .43 5 3 . 4 4 4 8 . 4 9 I— '-r 
: )5 . 

1073 34.1^ 54 .79 32.^-7 5 0 . 0 0 3 : 

197 : 3 0 . 2 0 5 0 . 7 7 2 7 . 3 2 • 4: - . 71 29.^ 7 

1973 5.;-. 06 54 .06 29.76 4 7 . 3 2 33.64 
31 . 4 7 5 0 . 6 3 27.96 42 .38 31 .11 

I I M M 

gc : 1 s 5 4 . 2 3 3 J . 7 b 45.20 35.69 

e n o l u L i c n t s 
in value 
added 
^ T 3 T 5 3 

5 2 . 4 1 
5 4 . 78 

5 3 . 0 5 

5 4 . 1 0 

5 2 . 1 3 
5 3 . 3 4 
5 6 , 9 5 

5 0 . 7 9 
5 3 . 26 

5 3 . 1 6 

5 4 . 9 0 

5 4 . 3 1 
5 0 . 1 9 
5 4 . 2 2 
49 .84 
5 3 . 6 9 

I 
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ccllec'G .-i.-iterry-'jionclly cori-jarablc annual :.'0..:T:_stacG on , 
induf:'trx̂ l̂ activi-oies through Question..i::-8rj to dif:'sre-IT 
,countries which ln'''̂ s.-'-l .Qj-Ĵ "̂- goo-: to obt/.j/i the ''wages and 
salaric;j'' axid ''ve.lue aadcd'"' of the uvHr^loye .a- *Xhc dcfi--
:.ITT^.'a of 'wages a-?d salaaacs'' nc^re ox: Icrrj is parallel to 
.."•i •"'omolunent-r' a:̂  defi.-ed oardicr. iable (5.2) uroscats 
the eonparative pictu::c br,scd on 1 • ̂  '., 1 ectea countries for 
the years 1971, 1973, 197-;- a:ad 1^75. It /ill be observed 
taCi,t the nronortion of eroluiaents to value add~d in India 
is one of tho highest a-mong b o t h the developin;: countries 
and the industrially advanced countries. In /.'espect of 
the lat 'le-r, ho'?evcr, a lô -̂ er proportion only indicates 
increased role of c./oital intc'isity as conpared to Indian 
nanufa.cturing, Vis-a-vis tho dovelopi"'.- countries' like 
Indonesia, Bangladesh and 1-onya, '.diere C7:-:tectedly the 
ca.-̂ ital intensity i^ not r̂ uro thaa in la.ctian rianufacturjjig, 
the employees in Indian "ir.nufactu:::in-; sector enjoy definite 
higher earnings when tr?*:en in proportion to value added by 
" ' nanu fac tL i r o , 
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T.:-:3LIi(5.2)° 

Country I :;ars 
1 97T J973ir^ I ̂ •"1974"" 1975 

1 . .jP.otralia — 54.29 :^%53 55.01 
2. Bd,n:/;ladGP,h 55.1 1 37.28 31 .5 I- 34.35 

* Canada 5 2 , 5 2 --9.46^/ •:6,53 40..:.9 
j::-9;ypt ;-0.28 ^0,.;0" - --

J'edcrt-l Republic 46.47 of Ciornany ; 4 . 5 0 r J * .-' r : 6.19 46.47 
6 . India 54.90 54.31 5 0 . 1 9 5 4 . 2 ; ! 

7 . Indonesia 22,91 18,46 22,00 
'.J • Japan •34. ;o 3 3 . 6 6 4 5 . 3 7 40.57 
9 . Kenya 49,41 33.78 4 2 . 3 4 4 0 . 4 7 
10. Renublic of Korco, 23.29 2 4 . 7 5 2 4 . 1 7 23.0.% 

1 1 . Si'oden 5 2 . 5 7 47.65 43.75 :-6,72 
1 2 United I'-in3;dom 5 3 . 0 i- • ;-8,43 •:-3.37 5 2 . 1 5 
1 5 . United States 15.81 4 3 . 9 9 42 .12 43.07 
1 4 . Yu,'[Oslavio, _ iy 37.82 3 6 . 7 6 34.73 35.61 

1/ refers j o 1072 
1/ Wages CO Salc-.̂ .:iGs o xcludo :":oci. 1 inriU]?o.nce cent: .J j.bution. 

Sources Year Book of Industri.' i l St , ,"it j sticf? 1976 CM :lit ion. 
Vol .1 , United Nations. 



CHAPTEH 6 
• 

INTRA - K j G I O N A L TR^^TDS 

6 . 1 Six industriaXised States of Biiiar, Gujarat, 

ilaJaaraahtra, Tarnil ̂ ^adu, Uttar Pradesh ani 'Vest Bengal are 

taJcen up for tbe in+ra^regional analysio of the -trends in 

wages and productivity. It ib considered useful to 

analyse the growth in number of factories and employment 

in each State before we taks up the analysis. 

6 . 2 The time series data relating to the number of 

factories, number of 'workers'employees other than workers' 

and employees for all manufacturing industries com"bined are 

presented in Table (a.1.1.) to (a . 1 . 6 ) of Appendix III. 

From this data, the yearly changes in the four characteristics 

were obtained and average annual rates of change arrived at 

for th& four- sub-periods viz., 196O-63, 1 9 6 3 - 6 7 , t 9 6 7 - 7 i , 

1971-76. These are summarised in Tables ( 6 . l.-j) to ( 6 . 1 . 6 ) , 

6 . 3 BiHAHt During tho period ig60-76 in the factory 

sector, the raimber- of factories increased at an avery^e 

annual rate of 6 .4 per cent, the increase from thĉ  mid-sixties 

onwards being particularly maiked. The employment in tha 

registered factory sector grew on average about 4 per cent 

per annum, though initially the rate vt3.3 as high g& 5^QI'^ 

per cent. The increase in the employment thus lagged behind 

the increase in the number of factories, alliiough the 

'employees other tiian •.rax̂ -̂̂ rs' registered a 5.8^ cent 

grov-th rate. fhla alonj '//ith the fact that tiit rate of 

f,t»3orption of 'wortcors' slowed dovjn indicates capital 

deepQUiotfifliwripŝ tbti period. 
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.'J.L T''̂ FT3TRIE3 BIHAR 
Item Year Ccnaus 

sector 
Sajnplo 
sector 

Factory 
sector 

( 1) ( 2 ) { 3) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) 

1. number of factories 19 6 0 - 6 3 8 . 5 0 . 3 1.5 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 5 .9 7 . 1 6 .9 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 1 1 . 5 5 - 3 6 , 4 

19 71-76 1 0 . 8 8 . 8 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 7 . 2 6 . 5 6 . 4 

2. number of workers 19 6 0 - 6 3 6 . 5 6 . 1 6 . 4 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 1.1 ( - ) 0 - 3 0.9 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 3 . 8 2 . 6 3 . 5 

19 7 1 - 7 6 3 . 7 6 . 7 3.9 

19 6 0 - 7 6 3 . 6 3 .8 3 . 5 

3- number of employees 
other than workers 

19 6 0 - 6 3 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 

2 . 3 

7 . 0 

1 3 . 4 

(-)l-3 

3 . 0 

5 .9 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 4 . 6 1 1 . 7 5.1 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 7 .9 11.1 8.1 

19 6 > 7 6 5 . 8 8 . 6 5.9 

4 . number of ^ployees 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 5 . 7 6 . 4 5 . 8 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 2. 2 ( - ) 0 . 6 1 . 8 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 3.9 3.9 3 . 8 

19 7 1 - 7 6 4 . 7 7 . 3 4 . 8 

19 6 0 - 7 6 4 . 1 4 . 3 4 . 0 

TABLE ( 6 . 1 . 1 ) ! AVEilAGE A M U A L RATiLS 0^ CHAirâ  (PER CENT) IH 
ITUMBAfl OF :F';\CTOiU:SS AiT D EfJiPLOYEES IK Tliu 
RiJGISTEKEL ?ACTOF.I oECTOR roxOUG THE OT-PERIODS 
1 9 6 0 - 6 3 , 196>67, 1 9 6 7 - 7 1 and 1971-76 
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6.4 Tha differential'̂  in rsspect of these characteristics 
'bex.,vcGn t he census sector factories '-nd thsampl^^ sector 
factories will now be examined. On i av-râ "-, tho tv/o 
sectors differ only ma-'''gi:̂ ally in th- gro-wth of factories 

vrfierever an incroaae, the aample sector showed 
hut̂ .-l- s- c&nsus showed^a deoroas3 âid vice-veraa- The 
onployraent ̂ rew alf̂ ost at the sam- rate in both the sectors, 
though in the last sub-period (1971-76) tho rate of increase 
in the sgjuple sector was n̂ uch mors than that in the census 
sector, iijuong the employees, the increase in 'employees 
other thaja \7oricers' was much more marked in sa-nple sector 
than in.the census sector oxcapt for the second sub-period, 
while ths i^norease in the number of -./orkers was almost at 
par in both the sectors. However, the average rate of in
crease during the asvsnties in number of 'workers' in Sample 
sector -,vas t'.vice that in the oenmiis sector. 

6.5 GUJAR.\T5_ An annual 6.7 per cent -ate of increase was 
observed in the number of i"aotoriss in the factory sector, 
Except for a fall in -the s*-cond sub-period? the gro-vvth 
rate showed an increase, particularly in the seventies. The 
increase in employment on the averaî a was 3- 3 per cent, 
though here too, the ti'Cnd of increase in later years is 
evident. The .jrcTth in number of 'employees other than 
vrorkers' was found to be 7.3 per cant as compared to only 
2.7 per cent in case or v/orkers. Throughout the period, 
the grovrth in emplo^Tnent lasted behind factories and 
the rate of increase in tho ' employsos othiir than_ 

file:///7oricers'
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TABLE ( 6 . 1 , 2 ) :iVSRi.GE :.I;I;U:.L . U T I i S OF Ca^ATGE (PERGEI"'T) 
i l : iTOIlBER O::̂ ' FACTORIES, .^D EKPLOYEES Ih 
TIIE REGISTERED FAOTOAY SEC îJO:.' EU . ; iNii THE 
jUa-.p:.:,.U0B3 1960-65 , K '6 . ; -57 , 1067 -71 

;JTD- 1971-76 . 

ALL INDUSTRIES GUJARAT 

I ten 
Year Census 

Sector 
Sample 
Sector 

Factory 
Sector 

:~ m " ^ • ^ ' ( " 3 1 " " " 

1. nurafcer of factories 1060-63 9.4 4.9 5.6 

1963- 67 3.3 3.9 3.4 
1967-71 7.2 7.8 7 o 
1971--76 4.7 10.6 9.2 
1960^76 5.8 7.2 6.7 

2. number of workers 1 960--63 2.8 1 .8 2.6 
106:--67 0.4 1 .8 0.6 
1967--71 3.4 5.8 3.7 
1971-76 3.2 5.5 3.6 
1960-76 2.5 3.9 2.7 

3. number of employees 
other than workers 1 960-63. 6 .3 8.6 6.8 

1963-67 9.8 9.3 9.6 
1967-71 5.8 7.2 6.0 
1971-76 6.9 7.2 6.9 
1960-76 •7.2 8.0 7.5 

4. number of employees 1960-63 3.2 2.7 3.0 
1063-67 1 .6 3.0 1 .8 
1967-71 3.7 6.0 4.1 
1971-76 3.0 5.8 4.2 
1060-76 3.1 4.6 3.3 
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woricers' was observed to be more than th^t in the number 

ox v/orkers indicating Capital deepeniiig which took place, 

•̂6 It mays however, be observed that the gro ,.th in 

the number of factories and employment was much more 

in ths saJnplti sector than in the census sector, particularly 

30 during the seventies in case of foiwer vAien in fact, the 

census sector registered a decline and during the third sub-

period in Case of latter. As regards the supeivisory, 

technical woikers, the grov/th waa the aa>iie in sapiple and the 

census sectors, a rise particularly mariced in the second 

sub-period in both the sectors. The rate of increase in 

the number of workers in the sample sector was more than 

the census sector through out the period except for the 

first sub-period. It would seem, therefore, that growth 

trends in sample sector were more pronounced during the 

period under review. 

giy ;jâ jî T7ĵ ,qBmpfl. ir-. this state only a 3.6 per cent rate 

of growth in the number of factories on a average was 

observed in tiio factory sector although the increase 

became particularly sharp during the third and fourth 

sub-periods. The rate of increase in employment, too, 

was only 2-7 per cent, exhibiting the same trend as that 

of the number of factories. The initial high rate of 

increase in »employees other than workers' slumped during 

the later period. Even, so, on an average the employees 

of this Category i.e. the supervisory, technical staff 

etc. increased at a rat^ of about ii per cent against 

only 1.5 ptir cont for 'worKers'. The absorportion of 
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T;lBL^ ( 6 . 1 . 3 ) 3 i^^Ki^^ A'W.U j iLlJAo JRLU^GI. ( P L K C ^ T ) 
I N FJMBuR Oi' P'AGTOHI^S :J^'D XLOT^^o I N 
HLGidT ĵî D J?^v::TORY S:X;TOR LURING K L . 6\jb-

iiXL I N D U S TRIL3 IILILILU^iSHTR.: 

I T E M S YEAR C ENSU S 
SECTOR 

SAMPLE 
SECTOR 

F A C T O R Y 

SECTOR 
( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) (4) (5C) 

1 . NUMBER O F ' F A C T O R I E S 19 6 0 - 6 3 7 . 8 ( - ) 0 . 4 1.4 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 4 . 6 1 . 1 1.8 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 9.4 3-6 5-0 

l 9 7 l - 7 6 ( -)LL.9 8.'3 5 . 4 

19 6 0 - 7 6 4 . 4 3 . 8 3.c6 

2 . NUMBER OF V/ORKERS 19 5 0 - 6 3 2.9 ( - ) 8.1 0.6 

l9 6 3 - 6 7 ( ( - ) 1 . 4 (-•) 1.1 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 3.9 2 . 1 3.5 

19 7 1 - 7 6 1 . 3 9 . 3 2 . 4 

19 60-76 1 . 7 1 . 5 1 . 5 

3. NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES 
OTHER THAN WCIKERS 

1 9 6 0 - 6 3 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 

0 . 8 

24 . 8 

6 . 8 

25 . - : 

8 . 3 

2 4 . 5 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 7-3 ( - ) 3 . 3 5-1 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 5 . 3 12.0 6 . 2 

19 60-76 1 1 . 3 1 0 . 5 10.9 

4 . NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 3 . 3 ( - ) 6 . 8 1 . 3 

1 9 6 > 6 7 2 . 1 2 . 8 • 2 .0 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 4 . 6 0 .6 3-8 

19 71-76 2 . 2 9 . 8 3 . 3 

196CU76 3^0 2 .6 2-J 
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•wc-kera' "biing very low r "1 tbc ;5ro.vi;h in mmbcr of 
factorios being not as high as m other industrialised 
Stet^e, ^ very hig^ grov/th rate of technicril workers 
suggests capitsl deployment in the oiisxine factories. 

6.8 As between the ;3arnple ?nd census sectors, the 
growth in the number of fa.ctories in the census 
sector was more than the saî ple sector except for the 
last sub-period -nhen tlie trend was reversed. The rate 
of increase in employment fluctuated more in the 
Sample sector, although a decrease 3 observed in cas© 
of the censua sector as compared to the former. Even 
30, the two sectors differed only marginally v^<^n the 
entire period is considered. In thia dtate al^iO, tbe 

rate of increase in the number of 'employees other 
than workers' was q.uite high in both the sectors, parti
cularly during the second sub-period viien in fact, a 
decline occured in the number of '-/roiKera'. On an 
average the differential between the increase in number 
of 'workers' and 'employees other than workers' is 
quite perceptible for both tiie sectors wiiich do not 
differ raucr. in this respect. 

6.9 TÂ JIXi HAIOs In the factory sector the number of 
factories increased on an average 3 per cent annually 
over tho entire period 196O-765 the overall growth in 
employment during this period being 5 per cent, contrary 
to the behaviour exhibited in respect of c t a e T States. 
Nevertheless, although this waS tJue for the first three su 
periods, in the last sub-p̂ iriod tn'̂  -ate of increase in 
employees was consid eredably less than the rate of increase 
in the number of factorie 
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ALL liMDUoTRIbS TAMIL NAJU 

Item Year . C ensus 
sector 

Sample 
sector 

Factory 
sector 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) ii) ( 4 ; ( 5 ) 

1 . number of factories 19 6̂ ';-6 3 7.7 3^0 3 . 6 

1963-67 6 . 8 ( - ) 2 .9 ( - ) 1.6 

1967-7^ 7 . 8 0 . 9 2 . 1 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 1 5 . 3 5 . 6 7 . 0 

19 6 0 - 7 6 9 . 9 1 „ 8 3.C 

2 . numb or of wo rke r s 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 ^'9 (-) ^.3 4 . 9 

196>67 7.7 ( - ) 2 . 3 5 . 4 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 5 . 5 7 . 4 5 . 4 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 2 . 8 3.9 2 . 5 

5 . 7 2 . 0 4 . 4 

3. number of employees 
other than \oiteers 

19 6 0 -5 3 

1 9 6 > 6 7 

1 1 - 8 

3 0 . 4 

7.2 

1 6 . 1 

9 - 5 

2 5 . 3 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 6 . 2 ( - ) 0 . 6 4 o 3 

1971-76 6 . 2 6 . 2 5 . 6 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 13.3 7 . 2 1 0 . 9 

number of employees 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 8 . 2 (-)l-5 5 - 2 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 1 0 . 3 0 . 8 7 . 9 

19^7-71 5 . 7 5 - 4 5 . 2 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 3 . 4 3 - 1 3 . 0 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 6.6 2 . 2 5 . 2 

TABLE ( 6 . 1 . 4)s AVEB̂ lGE AIJFJ,1L ̂ (11̂ 3 OF CH.'Ĵ 'GE (pER CSEJT) 
IN NIBtBLR OF FACTORIES .Û D 7AtPL0Y3EJ 11̂' THE 
R^GI^TERLL FACTORY SECTOR LURING THE SUB-
P.:RI0D3 1960-635 1 9 6 3 . - 6 7 , 1 9 6 7 - 7 1 M D 1971-76 

file:///oiteers
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6.10 A much largei- gro\jth was observed in case of the 

census sector (9.9 per cbnt) in the num̂ êr of factories 

as compared to the satu^le sector ( ;.8 per cent ) , though 

in both the cases i t i s the fourth sub -period vjhich showed 

a mcli higher increase compared to the other three sub 

periods. In respect of employment again, the census 

sector reported a inuch higher rate of increase (6,6 
per cent) as compared to the sample sector (2.2 per cent) 

and this d i f f e r en t ia l was due to the very high d i f feren

t i a l s existing in the f i r s t two sub-periods = The census 

sector again, reported a much higher growth in both the 

number of 'employees other than workers' and the 'workers'r 
It may though be mentioned that in the later years 

there was a convincing trend in a higher rate of increase 

in the number of 'workers' in the saiaple sector as 

compared to the census .sector. 

6.11 TTTTAl PRAI}i2;3H: In thic State the overal l growth rate 

in nu:7̂ ber o f factor ies v;as 6,7 per cent in the factory 

sectorj -with a considerable increase in the fourth sub-

period- Em-ployrnent grew at a r a t ^ f 5 per- cent for the 

entire period, though in the last sub period i t was 

as much as 8 per cent. Among the eiiTployees, an increasing 

trend w i l l be observed in the number of 'employees other 

than v/orkers', a very high rate of 12.6 per cent being 

recorded for the las t sub period. As regards the 

^workers' , the average rate of increase during the 

period was per cent, the maximm being recorded as 

7 per cent for the last period. 
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T A B L E (6^1.5): AmAGE AIĴ IUAL RATES OF CIiAI-IG7<PKRCENT) 
IN I'LUKBIIR OF FACTOIA I I IS Al̂ D E14î L0YEES IN THE 
REGISTiiiiED FACTORY SECTOR DURING TilS SUB-
PERIODS I9C - 6 3 , 1 9 6 3 - 6 7 , 9 6 7 - 7 1 1 9 7 1 - 7 6 

ALL INDUSTRIES UTTAR PRADBSPI 
Item Year Census 

sector 
Sample 
se ctor 

Factory 
sector 

(2) 

1 . number of factories 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 8.9 6 . 6 7.1 
1 9 6 3 - 6 7 2.8 6 . 2 50 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 6 . 7 ^ . 7 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 7 . 5 9-5 9 . 0 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 6.9 6 . 7 

2. number of workers 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 3 . 2 5.1 
1 9 6 3 - 6 7 7 . 6 0 . 3 

1967-71- 2.0 ^.8 
1971-76 6 . 2 1^.6 7 . 0 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 7 . 2 

numbjr of employees 
other than workers ' :960-63 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 ^ . 6 

1.3 

1 ^ . 7 

h.h 

^ . 2 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 8 . 7 6 . 3 8 : 2 

1971-76 12.1 4^.?;7 1 2 . 6 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 8.^ 18.2 8.6 

flU^B^Iof employees 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 5 A 2 . 7 ^ . 9 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 ( - ) 0 c 2 8.if 1 .2 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 6.0 2 , 7 5.3 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 7.1 1 6 . 7 7.9 
1 9 6 0 - 7 6 h,7 8 . 5 5.0 
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6 . 1 2 The number of factories grew almost at the 
same rate in both the stotors for the ê .tire period 
but the gro\rth differed consideratly in t!ie sub-periods. 
It will be further observed that the rate of increase 
in employment in the saiaple sector ( 8 , ^ per cent) was 
much more thaii the census sector per cent), this 
increase being particularly due to the differential 
existing in the second and fourth sub-periods. Among 
tbe employees, the increase in the number of 'employees 
other than workers' was considerable during the entire 
period in both the sectors but the increase in the 
sample sector was phenonienonal ( 1 8 , 2 per cent), that 
in the fourth sub-period for this sector being ^1 

per cent. As regards the 'workers' also, the rate 
of increase in the sam-.-,le sector was higher than that 
of the census sector and this again, due to considerable 
increase in the fourth sub-period. Except for the 
first sub-period, the increase in the number of 
employees other than workers was always greater than 
the increase in number of workers in both the sectors. 

6 . 1 3 WEST Bai^GAL: Contrary to the Increasing trend 
in the other states, a declining trend will be 
noticed in the rate of increase in both in the number 
of factories as vjell as the employment in the factory 
sector, the decline in the third and fourth sub-periods 
being particularly marked. Because of the initially 
high rates of increase, the average annual rate of 
increase during the 1960-76 was 3 . 2 per cent in the case of 
number of factories and 1 . 2 percent in the case of employment. 
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Item Year Census Sample Factory 
sector sector sector 

(2) n ) (h) f 5^ 

1 - number of factories 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 6 . 7 6 . 7 6 , 7 . 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 6 , 0 5 .3 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 0 , 6 1.8 1.0 

1 9 7 1 - 7 6 3 . 3 1 .2 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 1 . 5 3 . 2 

2. number of workers 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 5.9 7 . 8 6 .0 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 0 , 1 C -) 1.8 ( - • ) 0 . 1 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 - 0 . 9 (. (-•)1.1 
1 9 7 1 - 7 6 - 0 . 7 3 .5 ( -

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 0 . 7 1 . 7 0 . 7 

3 . number of eiijployees 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 / . 8 1 1 . V 5 .3 
other 1 bhan -..'orkers 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 6 . 8 3 3 . 9 8 , 7 

1 9 ^ 7 - 7 1 1 . 2 0 . 6 1.0 

1971-76 2 - ^ 2 . 6 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 h,2 6 . 1 

number of employees 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 6 . 1 1+.2 5.9 

1 9 6 3 - 6 7 1 , 0 2 . 3 

1 9 6 7 - 7 1 - 0 . 5 (• -) 1.0 (-> 0 . 7 

1 9 7 1 _ 7 6 - 0 . 2 3 . 9 0 . 1 

1 9 6 0 - 7 6 1 , 2 1 9 6 0 - 7 6 
f2. 

TABLE ( 6 . 1 . 6 ) : AVEIUGE AiflJUAL RATES OF CITANGE (PERCENT) 
LA.N̂SiZil OF FACTORIES AND EMPLOTEES IN 

REGISTERED FACTORY ..ECTOR DURING TRE 3UB-
PEtilODS 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 , 1 9 6 3 - 6 7 , 1 9 6 7 - 7 1 & 1 9 7 1 - 7 6 

.UIL INDUSTRIES WEST BENGAL 
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Contrary to what has be- n observed in ca.se of other 
c--t.' 

States again, the rate of increase in the ^employees 

other than worKers' had also gone down during the later 

years, though the overall ^routh rate stood at ^,2 
per cent. In a l l , very l i t t l e increase occurred in the 

number of u'orkers, during the period under study. I-f we 

analyse the time series data vje would find that a 

decline had in fact, occurred over the period from 

. 1963-^ 1976. 
6.1̂  As between the census and sa-î iple sectors, taking 

the overall picture, i t v/ould be revealed that the sample 

•sector grev.' in resoect to the characteristics, number 

' of factories, ivorkcrs and employees, i.'hereas a 

decline had occurred in the census sector. A conti

nuous decline v;ii:V be noticed in the census sector t i l l 

• i t was -3-5 per cent for the number of factories 

and 0.2 -̂per cent for the number of the employees. • 

In contrast to this, even though in the sample sector 

the number of factories and employment decre.-^sed in the 

third sub-period, a TedeemlnQ featur^of a rise in the 

-fourth sub-period in the sainple sector wi l l be 

observed. I t i s , however, surprising that the number 

of Employees other than workers' increased in tiie 

census sector. As regards the 'workers' both the 

sectors reported decline but the samT>le sector recorded 

an* increase for the last sub-period..( 1971-76). 

http://ca.se
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TJ:!ENJJS JI^ V/:-GE3 /-J-TD L.BOUR P R O D U C T I V ^ I T Y 

6.15 • The Wages o.ncT value added at current prices for the 
census, sanplO'-ani?;. factory sectors are r;î -̂ on for each' of- the 
si: colected St.-.tcs in Ta-hles (--i.-t) to of ..p̂ endix 
III. , Us-in;!̂  appî o.priatc dcfIcut-nrs, the tiiio series on real 
vrar'̂,es and real value added -̂ er unploycc ; :Grc ohtairicd for the 
Statesat 1961-62 prices. The indices of the real w-'.̂ es and 
real value added per enployeo are presented in Tables (6,2,1) 
to (6,2.6) with-1961 .-s base, /, • 

6.16 BIIiîxR : In the factory sector c. decline will be 
noticed in the real vra.̂.cs un to 1975, thou-;h in 1976 due to 
a fall in the consuracr prices the real v/agcs showed soma 
improvement. The sane trend will be noticed in the census 
sector, though despite some sporc.dic increases the ?:eal vjaĵ es 
in the sc-n̂ Tle sector did not shovr any improvement. 

6.17 .-G against the overall doclininL'. trend in the factory 
sector in' real ^rD^'.oSf the real vo.lt c .k' od p..r enployec by 
and large, increased with some fluctuations (though in 1976 
it suffered a setbac];: again). ..-.nong the sectors, while the 
census sector showed an improved performance in the later 
years,"the labour productivity recorded a considerable 
decline durin;;̂  the period in the sample sector, the level of 
productivity in 1976 being only tiro-thirds of 1961 level. 

6.1"-: • &UJ.:iR.:\T V Wages" in real terms in the factory sector 
were thro\Jghout norc th.r̂.n the 1961. level except for 1974 and 
1975» indicating an improvement in the wa.es. In the census 
sector ,"by and lar^e, considorevble improvement v/ill b'e obser
ved diirinp. tho later years but the real wa,gG3 would aprjoar 
to decline ummistaliably in the s-.mple sector. 

6,19 The labour productivity in tho factory sector in this 
State, would be seen to decline initially but to pick up 
till it was one..fifth more than the 1961 level, Tho labour 
productivity in the census sector will be seen to improve 
considerably duroing seventies. But in the 'sample ̂.sector 

http://vo.lt
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TABLL (6.2.1): IITUICES OF EB̂ .L Vx̂ JES . i-'D SEAL VALUE -J)DBr) 
PER EMPLOYE^ PGA SELECTED ST^.^ES. 

IITDUSTRIBS E: BIIL\R 

Indoj:(196l = 100) 
Year ° Real v/a/ces 

cTeasus S3.aple Factory I Censiio 
lue added/employee 
Sanple Factory 

(4r ( 7 ; . _ 
I960 . 91.92 87.86 91 . 0 1 9 7 . 7 5 77.75 96.00 

1 9 6 1 100.00 100 ,00 1 00.00 1 0 0 . 0 0 100 .00 100,00 

1962 9^:.87 9 4 . 5 1 . 92.20 1 1 4 . 9 9 9 9 . 0 4 1 1 5 . 4 7 

1963 96,75 • 9 9 . 7 . 5 . 96.52 1 1 1 .er 66.66 107.64 

1964 90.-49 38.80 , ,90.55 1 1 5 . " 1 8 6 8 , 5 0 111 . 7 5 

1965 86..11 • 86.58 8 6 . 5 2 11 ; . i 5 50.81::.,, : :1,09.94 

1966 80.6.; 81 . 8 8 79-. 6-1 116..;5 46.94 109.97 
1967 75.1:> 76.5^ 75.20 92.80 5 2 . 7 5 C O ,22 

1'968 > 87.55^': : '84.35 ' ' 95-S2 • " ^ 1 . 6 5 " ^ 9^1^54 

19̂ 69 , 91.04 99.26 9 0 = 3 5 1 01 . 2 2 58.0.} 
4. 

1-9-70 96.2s- 88.92 - _95,;18 . . 105-̂ 79̂ ,̂ ..̂ .,49.-93- . 1 0 0 . 9 6 

... 99.5Qv ,1.Q0.t£ • W5I.65 

' '92^23 
• • ' . 

92-.91 95.63 118.93 95 . 4 8 

• \ 77.96 ' 104.'1-0 78.88 • 119.04 ,36.95 112.13 

,1 9 7 5 9 4 . 5 9 96 .66 93.61 • 155.26 ' 5 6 . 4 6 125.77 
1976 1 08.4:7' 98.1 2 1 0.8.01 105.95 ; 66.42 1 0 5 . 0 7 
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TABLE (5.2.2) INDIGLJG O F R E A L VAGBB S^B R B A L V A L U E ADDED 
P E R EI- IPLCYEE F O R S E L E C T E D S T . . . T E S . 

ALL INDUSTRIES STATE: GUJAR.iT 

Year 

I960 
1961 

I ^ i n d e T T r g e i ^ TooT  
! Real Wages } Real value added/employee 
.'Census 'Sn.nple" Faetory Census Sample Factpry 

vrr-^Tf) r3T~—-^,^--^-^(^y------p^y-—^-^^-^ 
105.41 
1 00.00 

93.27 
100.00 

102.70 
1 00.00 

97.57 
1 00,0,0 

91 .10 
100.00 

95.12 
100.00 

1962 105.20 105.39 104.63 92,91 63.92 90,76 

196,3 1 06.. 17 100.99 104.54 100.06 66.60 .93,80 

1964 102.97 96.94 1 01 .99 94.70 68.35 90.07 
1965 106,81 97.18. 1 06.46 98.60 72.44 94.61 
1966- t10.83 97.06 108,94 99-51 68.18 93.92 

1967 107.35 88.98 102.34 93.22 80.79 90,60 

t968 107.1.2- 96.21 1 02.48 95.72 70,38 ^9.54 
1969 106^1 .100.73 10 3 . 12 106.. 09 73.81 98.68 
1970 106., 27 97.18 102.20 115.56 92.58 106,26 
1971 110.39 102.82 107.38 " 109.09 61 ,36 . . ,99.22 

t973 103.99 96 .21 1 00.14 119.89 69.24 108.39 
1974 93.99 73.56 88.72 124 .70 66.36 1 1 1.34 

1975 101 .57 79,80 96.95 108.77 5̂ ).90 98,-40 
1976 110.59 96,21 104.90 133.92 73.37 120.33 

http://GUJAR.iT
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nore or less a dcclininj trc-.nd persisted till 1975: even 
in 1976 it was less than throo--fourths of 1971 level. 

6.20 MĴ :it-.SHi'Hj, ; ..n inprovenent ±r- real ur.ges will bo 
noticed in this State in factory sectorj in 1976 it wD.e 
19 per cent more than 1961 level. • i'he census sector shouc 
£i.lnost t h o same troncis. In the oaoplo sector uith so:ie 
f luctu. .tions aroui-id 1961 level, it n?.y be observed that th 
real, r/agcs declined crirginally in 1976. 

6.21 Compr.tred to 1961 level the labour productivity in 
real terms increase'., in the factory sector. In case cf . 
census sector also the improvcnont in the perforn-ince is 
obvious. The sample sector revealed a poor pc-?f or inane e of 
labour productivitj'', it bcinfr below 1961 level throughout 
the period from 196- onwardn. 

6.22 . TAfHI Fr.W ' In the f.-.ctory sector of thi: State 
the real v̂ agcs would appear to improve -. duoring tho period 
under "study particulr.rly during 1976, In the census secto: 
also with some drop in between, the level of real vages 
was always above the 1961 level.' In case of tho sample 
sector, hOT-rever, tho real v̂ a^es would apr>ea,r to decline 
unmistab.bly from 197'2 ont-rards probably due to ,the 
spiralling rise in tho cost of livinr̂ ;. 

6.23 trend in the opposite direction vrould be noticed 
in case of labour productivity in real terns, the factory 
sector showin'-, the level of productivity below the 1961 
level throughout tho peridd from 1964 to 1975, thoû ?̂ h 
during 1976 it was slightly above. The same trend will 
be noticed in case of tho census sector, though in the 
later years soLie ii:3provenient is evident. In case of 
the sample soc'̂ or, the productivity decreased throû '̂ hox;t 
tho period with some fluctuations, some inprovenent 
though noticeable during 1976. 

6.24 UTTAR PR-iÊ ŜH : The real wages of the workers in 
the factory sector somewhat inprovL̂ d, thoû .̂h fluctû ations 
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Index (1961 • = ,igO_)_ 
^^^^ . Real '!la.i%G3 I Rka£̂ :jralue, a2"._ed7iF " 
_̂  _ Gen s.us'^Samp 1 e' ..l^ctory I Census "Sample Factory J 

1960iei*?;:-, 97 . 3 7 ' v 8 93.70 95.19 7 2 . 0 0 90.28 
1961. ̂  100 .00 , 1 0 0 . 0 0 100 ,00 1 0 0 . 0 0 100 . 00 iL0.00 
1962- • 110.46 93.24 108.16 108.26 91 . 0 3 1 0 5-83 

1963 1 16.67 1 06.45 116.32 112.52 109. 16 1 12.-;9 
1964- 109.12 9 9.80 110^14 104.92 109.63 1 06.64 
1965-- . 1 1 3.38 108.70 115.14 105.44 1 10.25 107.37 
1966- 109 .88 100.31 109-46 105.79 94.62 104.89 
1967' i 109.11 93.55 108.71 99.82 80.01 97.96 
1968 110.43 91.61. 110.07 104.77 78.77 103.11 
1969 112.17 99.08 111.00 121.22 98.58 118.94 
1970 115.64 98.57 1 1 3.60 127.40 90.64 122.91 
1971'.: 117.48 101.43 117.99 129.97 93.16 128 .11 

1973- • 124.07 101 .64 121.82 124.74 98.30 121.60 
1974- 1 1 0 . 7 2 . 102 .35 109.95 120 .92 91.57 117.45 

1975- 114.10 95.65 110.57 118.64 90.26 114.05 
1976/ 122.41 98.26 119.04 1 3 1.87 98,80 127.22 

T A B L E (6.2-,5):II:TEICS3 O P R E A L WAGES A N D RBIiL VALD"E ADDED 

P E R E M P L O Y E B % F O R S E L E C T E D S T A T E S . 

A L L I N D U S T R I E S S T A T E D M A H A .R A S H T^?Jl 
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ALL INDUSTRIES 

Tear 

STATE;T A M I L N A D U 

'iKdi'x" " I T I ^ r T ••• ^ 100J ; 

Census Sample F a c t o r y ' Census Sample F a c t o r y 
• 1 3 5 6 7 

1960', 8 6 . 0 2 88.98 83.88 86.78 88 .57 8 5 . 1 1 

1 9 6 1 - 1 0 0 . 0 0 1 0 0 . 0 0 100.00 100.00 1 0 0 . 0 0 ioo;oo 
1 9 6 2 U ; , 1 0 4 . 4 8 108.74 105.24 1 0 3 . 6 6 1 1 1 . 6 6 102. '85 

1963^ r 1 0 9 . 6 2 102.^6 1 0 9 . 0 8 1 0 1 . 5 5 9 3 . 2 6 1 0 0 . 1 6 

1 9 6 4 , 9 8 . 9 6 97.72 101 o80 96.61 91 . 8 3 9 0 . 0 3 

1 9 6 5 v 98.26 100.40 1 02.58 94.43 94.02 9 7 . 1 2 

1966.' 9 3 . 4 5 1 0 0 , 1 3 102.03 83.96 1 1 0 . 3 6 8 9 . 6 8 

1 9 6 7 - ^ 100.85 102.15 105.09 79 .19 7 3 . 3 4 8 0 . 4 5 

1 9 6 3 - 105.28 100.00 105.79 84.99 7 0 . 4 8 8 4 . 3 9 

1969-4 1 0 6 . 9 4 107.39 1 1 1 , 2 7 91 . 9 8 9 6 . 5 2 9 5 . 2 1 

1 9 7 0 " . 1 0 7 . 8 9 101 .61 ; J 8 . 8 3 9 6 . 3 7 7 - 5 8 9 5 . 0 0 

1 9 7 1 1 0 4 . 5 3 ^03.63 108.92 9 3 . 6 3 7 0 . 7 0 9 3 . 7 4 

1973- , 110.30 97.04 1 1 0 . 0 2 1 0 0 , 5 7 7 8 . 0 7 9 7 . 7 2 

1974- 107.28 82.12 105.01 1 0 2 . 1 2 7 4 . 4 5 9 8 . 5 0 

9 9 . 4 5 80 .11 103.13 8 6 . 7 1 5 8 , 7 8 85.99 

1 9 7 6 ^ . . 115.17 9 3 . 4 1 1 1 8 . 5 4 1 0 5 . 7 3 8 6 . 5 6 1 0 1 . 0 6 

Sk* 

TABLE ( 6 . 2 ; ^ 4 ) : P D I G E S OF REAL WAGES AND REAL VALUE ADDED 
" PER EMPLOYEE FOR SELECTED STATES. 



will bo noticed. Oontr dictory trendo will B O ohoei-veC in 
tlie two sectop?.̂ -; vhilc in Ivir̂ ^̂ e:'- U N I T L , (Census sector) the 
real wai;e increase-"., that in the Sitaller imits (i.e, 3..inple 
sector) it decreased con;̂ .î .̂ i"ably. 

6.25 The labour prodr.ctivity ir. the factory sector registered 
an increase dua?ing the period ur.de;? review-;. In fact, a c o1 
parative anpraisal of novenonta in r.'j<:'.l wages and productivity 
vrould indicate that the lorr.̂ er certainly la;H:.ved behind the 
latter throu:';hout tho -:)eriocl exccxit 1967. This is true' for 
both the sectors. The p̂ . oduct ivity ii overt hole E S , in the 
S A L I P L E sector did not reveal Y M C H î 'ipaovencnt and in f.'ct hold 
declined to 8̂ ; percent in 1976 of what it iras in 1961 . 

6.26 \^ST BliliG-.-L : Out of C H C six States considered îi this 
study V/est Bengal reportOD coi"\parativel̂ ' t h e hî :hest increase 
(•1-2 percent) i n real wage,̂  conpared T C 1961 iiv.re, the increase 
i n seventies bein̂ ": nuitc pro?iounccd despite t h e inflationary 
condition:,̂ . In the censuG sector, there is a convinciJig trend 
in inoreanc in real v;ages, th'it during seventies being quite 
sharp. In case of sample sectorj however, a^ in other St.atcs, 
the real wages renc-ined lower than the 1961 level throughout 
the period except for .". few years in BETV^een. 

6.27 The labour productivity II-i. the factory sector although 
showed some signs of II-'porvenent initio.lly, declined subse
quently and improved only during the later years. In contrast 
to ;'rhat is observed I N Uttar Pradesh, here the productivity 
lagged behind the real irages from 1965 onwar'ls. The behaviour 
of the census sector .was sir.'iilar to the factory sector, the 
labour productivity x.\ tho sample sector remaining marginally 
below tho 1961 level, B Y and lar'̂ e. 

6,2s The wage-productivity trends caij now H E sumj-̂ arised, 
In real terms, whero.'is labour productivity showed signs of 
inprovenent over s i x years in Bihar and Uttar Pradesh^ it 
was not accom':)anied by a oomensuratc increaae in wages in 
tho latter and was as'̂ ociated with even a decline in the 
wages in the former. On the other extreme,may be mentioned 
the instances, 0f West Bengal and Tamil Nadu where an increase 
in \iages was effected despite a decline in :! ".hour productivity. 

http://ur.de
file:///iages
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TABiE (6.?A^5 ) : I N D I C E S OF :tEAT. WAb'."]S A N D RE/.!'- V.1LUE A D J E D 
PER Sr-IPLOYEE F.;?. S B L E O T E D S T A T E S . 

Year 
JENSI:; 

j;ieal •RR̂ .ies. 
'SCAMPI e 

Index 1̂  
2Zi U_.T T_ R p. R. D E H 

Tac^ory 
! Real value added/employee 
; UensuE? Sample Faetory 

1 2 _ . . _ 5 . •• T ' 7 
1960.;̂ .̂ ,̂  93.95 1 01 .41 96.M-0 99.40 114.52 100.77 
1961- 100.00 100.00 100 . 0 0 1 0 0 . 0 0 1 00.00 100.00 
1962 105.03 1 0 1 . 2 9 104.58 96.61 113.86 97.26 
1963' . 1 0 3 . 7 4 97.17 105.33 1 0 5 . 5 3 104 .33 103.73 
1964 • 98 . 1 0 91 .90 ^^7.65 110,57 100,44 109.52 
1965- 97.1 5 84.06 9 5 . 3 7 1 2 1.42 90.16 118 . 13 

1966 1 0 0 . 2 4 97.81 100.26 107.71 114,55 103.40 
1967- 99.49 94.47 97.45 82 . 5 3 93.29 32.55 
1968. 105.31 9 9 . 2 5 1 01 . 1 4 122.67 90.85 1 16,37 
1969 - 105.30 95.12 1 .2 . 19 1 4 9 . 5 J 103.45 140.51 
1970 .. 110 . 14 3 9 . 5 9 1 06.25 134.35 96.1 1 127 .65 

1971 114.04 91 . 1 3 1 10.62 1 17 .09 144.26 1 19.42 
1973- • 104.17 91 .52 1 0 0 . 9 7 125.20 104.64 120.53 
1974 94.21 63.51 9 0 . 1 7 1 1 . 4 7 85.77 109.75 
1975- 105.87 69.02 1 0 0 . 0 0 110.87 80 .31 105.79 
1976- • 111.30 83.93 105.71 1 3 9 . 0 5 88 . 6 5 129.53 

Sk* 
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Year xndex 100) Year Real Waf̂ e's J Real value added/employee 
Census Sanple Pactorv j_ Census Sample Pactorv 

. . . . . . ' '" / 6^ V 
1960- . 96.68 90.08 9 6 „ 4 5 99.32 100.65 99.58 
1961 100.00 1 v30.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
1962- 102 .96 90.47 1 02. ..;-4 111.77 98.37 111 .09 
1963- 101 .82 90.89 101 .18 116.16 107.64 1 15.90 
1964- • 103.57 9 4 50 103.17 1 13 - 28 92.56 1 1 1 .82 
1 965- " 1C7 .69 9 . 43 107.68 1 04.98 95.10 10,4̂ 92 
1966- 104.43 90.66 i03-76 94.4-3 92.07 94.39 
1 S'^^. 102..>7 89.27 101 .99 87.1 2 71 .14 86.06 
1968-;,v. 107.60 89.69 103.83 91 .64 70.71 89.54 
1969^ 119.35 95.54 116.68 ^'3.25 85.39 96.53 
1970-<;;;̂  125.50 95.51 22,30 99. i7 95.29 98.16 

1971- 136.2-, 100.24 13'r.85 '104.39 104 .22 104 .57 

1973- 140.00 1 1 2.38 137.64 100.45 9'!-. 00 99.38 
1974- 129.86 99.38 1 27.08 10.;. 15 97.35 103.05 
1975- r-> 141 .36 85.53 .1 3 7 . >• 105 .45 97.41 104.40 
1976- • 1 4 5 . 6 4 92.50 142.M- 116.61 99.62 115.1 

Sk* 

TABL3 (6.2rS)jINDiaES 0? RU/.L V/AC~ES /iITD REAL VALUE ADDED 
PER EKPLOYEB _ JR SELECTED ST..JES = 

ALL INDUSTRIES ^Ti.TE; V/ E -f T B E^N G A L 
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IlTTER-PJlGIOisVvL DIFPEREKTI..LS 

m G E PIFEEIiENTlî LS 

1 ,^ Wc h.ave already observed that the overall 
picture obtaining in the trends in real irages was 
that of a declining one for Bihar, a marginal 
improvement for Uttar Pradesh and Grujarat and an 
increasing one for West Bengal, Tamil Kadu and 
Maharashtra. In order to have a comparative study of 
the wages among the six selected St̂ .tes and their 
relative movements, average wages at current prices 
are presented for the sub-periods 1960-63, 1963-67, 
1967-71 and 1973-76 in Table (7.1) for the census, 
sample and combined factory sectors, 

7.2 The v/ages vary widely, Maharashtra reporting the 
highest wage r.mong the. selected Sto.tes ir all sub-
periods except 1960-65. Table (7.1) also give's" the 
average wage in ^aoh State expresse,. as a percentage 
of tho corresponding wage in ifeiharashtra for the 
different sub-periods. In the faetory sector, the 
widest gap in wages was noticed betî een Maharashtra 
and Uttar Pradesh, while liihar and V/est î engal were 
close to Maha.rashtra. By and large, the wage in Tamil 
Nadu was more or less three-fourths of that in tlaharasht: 
Further, whereas the differential increased in respect 
of Gujarat, it decreased in case of V/est Bengo.l, 
7.3 . These trends are r.lso observed in the Census 
sector. In the sample sector, wage in Ucst Benga.1 was 
quite close to that in Î .harashtra, The differential 
with respect to T-laharashtra further - increased over 
time in all the States except Bihar, 
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TABLE (7.1) : .A'̂ -EÎ SfoMAnES IN SELECTED STATES DURING SPECIFIED 
^i^^P^^PR THE CEÎ SUS, Spî lP̂ E AND FACTORY SECTORS 

ALL INDUSTRIES 

AVERAGE UIAGO ( RS ) 
SECTOR P E R I O D ;^ "Mi ha r"' ""g'J J ~ RAT ^ i T " ' " frmii UTTOR-

SHTRA t̂'nrJu PRADESH BENGAL 

CENSUS 

1960- 63 . 19F2 1614 Ice'j 

1964-67 2373 2237 2526 

1966-71 3240 2752 3403 
( 95.20) ( 8 ' U U ) (ion 

1973-76 5144 4225 5450 

1453 1254 1463 
(78«32) (67oD9) (76.27) 
1896 1753 199 6 
(7S„C6) (59.40) (79.02) 

2455 23B3 3001 
(72c14) (70.0P) (88.17) 
4229 3539 5176 
(77.61) (64.93) (94.98) 

1 960-.63 671 
( 72,25) 

827 
(89„07) 

928 
(100.09) 

748 
(80,56) 

799 
(86,03) 

896 
(96,73) 

SAP̂ PLE 1 964-•67 816 
( 63.70) 

1051 
(81.88) 

.1284 
(100,DO) 

979 . • 
(76.21 ) 

1056 
(82.25) 

1 166 
(90.96) 

1 968-•71 . 1 132 
.( 68.80) 

1360 
(82.-9) 

1 645 
(100.00) 

1219 
(7^.08) 

1 330 
(80.62) 

1553 
(94.40) 

1973--7 6 2047 
( 79.89) 

1894 
(73,92) 

2563 
(---^o.on) 

1754 
(68-45) 1703 

(66.44) 
2363 ^ 
(93.00) 

19 60--63 1795 
(105.44) 

1470 
(86,29> 

1703 
(100.00) 

1278 
(75.02). 

1-183 
(69.47) 

1410 
(82,60) 

FACTORY 1964. -67 2189 
( 93.15) 

201 7 
(85,61) 

2350 
(1 00 c 0.0 ) 

1727 
(73.48) 

1640 
(59,79) 

1 924 
(61-B7) 

1 968--71 2999 2454 
( 95.69)(7e.29) 

31 35 
(-100,00 ) 

2206 
(70,36) 

2167 
(69.76) 

2854 
(91.05) 

1973--7 6 4762 
( 96.32) 

371 2 
(75oin) 

4943 
(100,00) 

3754 
(75.94) 

3193 
(64.99) 

4894 
(99,01) 

NOTE : F I G U R O S in brackets indicit::; thr K-rcGntsgos ^ith 
r ^ A H A R A S H T N AS 100.00 
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Bihar Gujarat""Maha-^ "Tamil x West - ' ^ r as htm Nadu Bengal 
(1) C2) (3) (4) (s; (6) (7) 
1960-63 34.:-7 51, 24 49. 56 51.11 63.71 61-41 
1964-67 34. 40 47.00 50.34 51-61 60-26 50.53 
1968-71 34.94 49.26 48.34 49. 64 55.01 51. 76 
1973-76 39.79 44. G4 47.03 41.48 48.12 46.05 

Li'iBOUR PRODUCTIVITY DIFFERENTIALS 

7.5 We now examine the differentials in labour 
productivity as existing between the selected States over 
the different sub-periods for each of the sectors- As 
in respect of wages, Maharashtra also reported the 
highest laboiir productivity in all the sub-periods and 
also in both the census and sample sectors. Differentials 
are, therefore, examined with respect to Maharashtra. 
C Table (7.3) ), 

7.4 The differentialM between the wedges in the census 
and sample seC ors in the form of ''he latter expressed as 
a percentage of the former in respect of each State and 
sub-period in Table (7.2), indicate that in 1973-76 in all 
the States the wage in the sample sector was- less than half 
of that in the census sector. This proportion registered a 
decline over the period for all the States except Bihar^ 
indicating widening of the differential. This proportion 
was the lowest in Bihar (40%) and highest in U-P. (48%). 
The decline in this proportion for the States of West 
Bengal and Uttar Pradesh may particularly be noted. 

TABLE (7.2) s /Wera^e wage in the sample sector expressed 
as percentage of that in the census sector. 

Period 7̂ verage wage in sample sector as percentage 
of yt^b^n ̂ ensus sector  
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T^BLt (7.3) : Al/ER̂ GE i/̂ LUE ACIED PER Er̂ lPLOYE:: IW SELECTED STATES 
FDR THE CENSUS, SAMPLE AMD THE FACTORY SECTORS 

SrctGT PNR I - ,D 

TTT 

UALUO ADRICD PER CMPLOYCO ( R S . ) 

BIFVTT GUJ-R.QT l^jhira- T A M I L UTTER UNST 

s h t r 3 ^3A^, PR . ^ r l c s h e o n g a l 

i h z z i i e i z j s i H I 
d c 31 

III 
CEIMSUS 1 9 6 0 - 6 3 4 1 4 9 3 2 6 2 4 3 6 2 3 5 5 5 2 5 3 2 ^ ' - - . J 3 2 7 2 

( 9 5 . 1 0 ) (74.7G) ( 1 0 0 . 0 0 ) ( 8 1 . 4 6 ) (SB ' I IJ 'S ) ( 7 5 . 0 1 ) 

1 9 6 4 - 6 7 5 7 5 7 4 3 7 5 5 8 9 8 4 3 1 1 357B.4^-", 4 0 9 8 

( 9 7 . 5 1 ) ( 7 4 , 1 8 ) D O N . O G ) ( 7 3 . 1 0 ) ( 6 0 ^ 6 ? ) ( 6 9 . 4 8 ) 

1 9 6 6 - 7 1 6 7 9 0 6 0 4 6 8 6 3 4 3 6 7 1 5 6 3 ^ ^ 5 1 2 4 

( 7 8 . 5 4 ) ( 7 0 . 0 2 ) ( L O O . O O ) ( 6 5 . 6 8 ) ('65725) ( 5 9 . 3 5 ) 

1 9 7 3 - 7 6 1 2 5 0 1 1 1 4 2 5 1 4 5 6 1 1 0 0 2 3 8 6 8 7 9 1 7 7 

( 8 5 . 8 5 ) ( 7 8 . 4 6 ) ( I O O . O O ) ( 6 8 . 6 3 ) ( 5 9 . 6 5 ) ( 6 3 . 0 2 ) 

SAMPLE 

1 9 5 0 - 6 3 2 2 2 4 2 3 8 9 2 4 8 2 2 2 6 3 1 7 7 0 2 1 7 9 

(G9 .61 ) ( 9 6 , 2 7 ) ( I O D . O O ) ( 9 1 . 2 1 ) ( 7 1 . 3 4 ) ( 6 7 . 7 9 ) 

1 9 6 4 - 6 7 1 9 1 1 2 9 6 3 3 5 0 4 2 8 6 3 2 2 1 7 2 5 2 0 

( 5 4 , 5 4 ) ( 8 4 . ' " 1 ) ( I O O . D D ) ( n . 7 L ) ( 6 3 . 2 6 ) ( 7 1 . 9 2 ) 

1 9 6 6 - 7 1 2 3 3 3 3 6 6 7 4 0 8 7 3 0 7 8 3 0 5 2 3 2 4 6 

( 5 7 . 1 0 ) ( 8 9 . 7 2 ) ( 1 0 0 . 0 0 ) ( 7 5 . 3 2 ) ( 7 4 . 6 9 ) ( 7 9 . 4 3 ) 

1 9 7 3 - 7 6 4 8 7 6 5 6 2 6 7 0 4 7 4 7 8 8 • 4 0 9 2 5 8 4 S 

(59.19) ( 7 9 . 8 0 ( I D D . D O ) ( 6 7 , 9 4 ) ( 5 6 . 0 6 ) ( 8 2 . 9 9 ) 

1 9 6 0 - 6 3 3 9 1 8 3 0 9 4 4 0 2 7 3 2 0 9 2 4 0 7 3 1 6 8 

( 9 7 . 3 0 ) ( 7 6 . 8 3 ) ( I 0 0 . 0 0 ) ( 7 9 , 7 0 ) ( 5 9 , 7 8 > ( 7 8 . 5 7 ) 

1 9 6 4 - 6 7 5 3 2 2 4 1 1 0 5 5 4 1 4 0 3 3 3 3 5 9 3 9 4 7 
F A C T O R Y ( 9 6 . 0 4 ) ( 7 4 . 1 8 ) ( L D O , 0 0 ) ( 7 2 . 7 8 ) ( 6 0 . 6 1 ) ( 7 1 . 2 3 ) 

1 9 6 8 - 7 1 6 2 9 8 5 5 0 3 7 9 3 9 5 1 5 4 5 1 3 3 4 9 1 6 

(79.33) ( 6 9 . 3 1 ) ( 1 C 0 . D 0 ) ( 6 4 . 9 2 ) ( 6 4 . 6 6 ) ( 6 1 . 9 3 ) 

1 9 7 3 - 7 6 1 1 5 7 9 1 Q G 9 2 1 3 2 4 0 6 9 6 6 7 8 0 9 8 B 0 5 

( G 7 . 4 5 ) ( 7 6 . 2 2 ) ( I O O . O O ) ( 6 7 . 7 1 ) ( 5 8 . 9 8 ) ( 6 5 , 5 D ) 

NOTE : F I G U R E S I N BR^CKOTS I N D I C ^ T C -^jiGiny^^P^^^V^'riW^^^ 
H A H I N S H T R A 3s 1 0 0 , 0 0 
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7.6 In the factory sector, Bihar's performance may 
be acijudtjed to be closest to Maliarashtrr̂ , though the 
initial differei-\tial widened. TTne widest gap will be 
observed in respect ot Uttar Pradesh reporting more 
or less three-fifths of t̂ ie prodvccivity in r-iaharashtra* 
The productivity in Tamil Nadu and West Bengal were 
about two-thirds of that in Maharashtra in 1973-76. 
Except for Uttar Pradesh and Gujarat, the initial 
differentials increased further over the years. 
These trends are present in the census sector too. 

7.7 In respect of sample sector, the. differential 
with respect to Maharashtra behaved differently, with 
Gujarat being nearer to Haharashtra in the first three 
sub-periods and WGst Bengal in the fourth-' lU-l the 
States moved away from the performance of llahâ âshtra 
with the passage of time. 

7.8 Table (7.4) revep-ls the labour productivity 
in the sample sector as percentage to that in the 
census sector for the selected stâ -es and the sub-
periods. During 1973-76, this proportion was the 
highest (64%) in case of West Bengal? in Biha^, the 
producitivtty iu the sample sector was only 39 per cent 

. of T H A T in the census sector. The relative movement 
of this proportion may now be observed. This 
proportion had undergone a decline in all the States^ 
considerably for Gujarat, Uttar Pradesh, Tamil Hadu 
and Bihar indicating the relatively poor performance 
of the S A M P L E sector in these States, 
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tha Gc-mple G e c t o - evpressed as per-
c-iii-.age ox t h a t J ,1 t h e Cfsnsuc sector. 

r-eriod average valu-^ .̂r-l̂ d per err.i.loyeo in Sample sector 
a 3 . . . ^ ^ ^ £ £ ^ ^ ^ ^ . t l ^ ^ u e . ; - census sector. 
Gihar Guj.tirat. Mahara- Tamil uttar t'7G3t 

, , Nadu Pradesh Bencjra 1 
( 2 ) ( 6 ) (7) 

1960-63 5 3 = 5 1 «• 3 . il 4 6 3 = 6 0 6 9 . 9 2 66.59 
1964-67 3 3 . 2 0 6 7 . 7 2 5 9 . 4.-. 6 6 . 4 1 61.95 6 1 . 50 
1963-71 35 6 0 . 6 5 4 7 o 3 3 5 4 . 2 3 5 4 . 1 7 63.35 . 
1973-76 3 9 , 0 0 4 9 . 2 5 4 3 . 59 •run 4 7 . 1 0 63.73 

DIFFER-^ITTIALg ILT .QIIAl̂.E OF W7v.GES IIT V7U.US .ADDED 

7 . 9 Tables (G„l,1} to ( a . 1 , 6 ) present separately the 
percentage share of "vages and ^olmients respectively in 
value added for the c^ncuj sr̂ *-or, t.-je saTTplt; cector and 
the COTibined factory tjeclor for the six selected states. 
It is observed th::̂  c:. ? A rver-ian the .sX^re of wages in 
value added in the fectcry ac'CLor "aried bet̂ -'een 33 per cent 
for Maharashtra to 4 3 p<>;- c^n'; in respect of West Bengal. 
A declining trend is obs..rv^. for the States of Gujarat 
( 42 per cent to 20 per cen^. ), Maharashtra ' 3 9 per cent 
to 20 per cent ), Uttar Pradesh ( 4 1 per cent to 30 per 
cent ) the decline Tor the two states Bihar ( 3 9 per cent 
to 37 per cent ) and Tamil Nadu ( 3 5 per cenc to 3 2 per 
cent ) being co ;TLparativel7 1<^ps. In contrast to this, 
an increasing trend is observed in West Bengal ( 4 0 per 
cent to 4 4 per cent m all ti-e States except Tamil 

NadUy the fl\;ctv?.ticns v.'p"e qij.te marked. 
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ALL INDUSTRIES STATSS 

Sajnpl 0 ooctoroi.j,. LJJFAFIJICL35Y sector 
A;'^^1irD of P oxcQn-ta-̂ o-sti:axc of PQAKXCITT^o:(SH&re of 

wa^es in emoluments wstgas in emoluments wa^es in emoluments 
Year VALUE in VALUE VALUE in VALUE VALUE in VALUE 

added added added added added added 
( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) (5) (6) ( 7 ) -

i960 29.97 6 3 . 1 1 2 6 . 2 2 ^ • 0 5 6 1 . 2 6 
1961 4 2 . 5 8 6 3 , 4 6 2 1 . 3 2 28. 2.6 40.86. 6 0 . 6 2 
1962 3 4 . 6 3 5 3 . 1 0 22.02 2 8 . 3 6 3 3 . 7 1 5 1 . 3 0 
1963 37.05 56.78 33.40 43.79 36.86 5 6 . 1 1 
1964 33.14 52,49 2 8 . 3 3 37 .83 32 .91 51-79 

1965 32.39 4 8 . 9 4 4 0 . 2 4 5 1 . 8 1 3 2 . 6 5 4 9 . 0 3 
1966 . 29?90 45.99 4 1 . 0 0 55.17 30.32 4 6 . 3 3 
1967 36.06 55.42 35.89 4 8 . 9 3 36.05 55.14 
1968 3 7 . 5 5 60.08 37 .88 53.79 37 .56 5 9 . 8 3 
1969 3 5 . 6 5 5 8 , 6 5 36.90 5 1 . 7 4 3 5 . 7 1 5 8 . 3 2 

1970 36 .74 60.15 38.44 55.29 36.81 59-95 
19 71 3 7 . 4 5 60.72 4 2 , 0 7 5 8 . 9 3 3 7 . 6 2 60.68 

1972 - - - - - -1973 37.81 66.28 24,30 4 5 . 9 4 36.25 6 3 . 9 3 
1974 2 5 . 6 4 4 5 . 1 1 37 .21 5 7 . 7 9 2 6 . 4 7 4 8 . 0 2 

1975 26.69 4 4 . 1 6 3 3 . 7 4 50.38 26.98 4 4 . 4 0 

1976 3 7 . 1 2 5 7 . 7 3 28.37 4 5 . 7 2 36.68 5 7 . 1 3 

Average 35.02 55.76 32.96 4 6 . 8 2 34.73' 55-24 

TTBLE ( 8 . 1 , 1 ) ! OHAIS OF IVAG^S 11^ VALUE ADDED AND 

THAT OF EMOLLRFFINTS I N VALUI. ADDED 

CBN3U3 SAMPLE AND FACTORY SECTOR. 
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IJxBL'B ( 8 . 1 . 2 ) 3 ciH/,R3 OF ';/AGii.3 IL." VALUE ADDIilD AKB 
•HAT 05' EMOMENTS IK ViiXiUL ADDED 
FOR CENSUS SAJVtPLE AND FACTORY SiJCTOE 

îLL IITDUSTRIÎ S STATES GUJABAT 

Year 
Census Sector 

pg]?Q€INÎ t;â '-̂ 'tta-re of 
wages in emoluments 
Value in value 
added added 

Sample Soctor 
:j3,gCQ in emoluinents 
Value in value 
added added 

Factor;̂ ^ Soctor 
v;ages emoluments 
in value in value 
added added 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 6 ) ( 7 ) 

19 60 4 5 . 6 4 5 9 . 2 3 2 4 . 7 6 3 1 . 0 7 4 2 . 0 4 5 4 . 3 7 
1961 4 2 . 5 0 5 5 . 6 3 24.17 2 9 . 9 8 3 9 . 5 6 51-51 
1962 4 7 . 0 0 6 2 . 5 3 38.01 47-60 4 5 - 8 7 6 0 . 6 6 

1963 4 3 . 22 5 8 . 2 5 3 4 . ^ 44.14 4 2 . 1 6 5Q.46 

1964 4 5 - 1 0 6 2 . 5 3 ' 3 2 . 3 8 4 1 - 3 4 4 3 . 4 4 5 9 . 7 7 

1965 . 4 3 . 4 0 5<>30 ^ . 8 6 3 8 . 1 1 4 1 . 8 0 54.15 
1966 - - . 4 2 . 8 3 5 6 . 3 0 . 6 4 4 0 . 1 1 4 1 . 2 8 5 4 . 7 2 

1967 44.-54 6 1 . 0 6 • 24 .17 ' • -̂ -33.72.... 41.40 5 6 . 5 1 
1968 4 3 . 5 9 6 2 . 7 2 . 2 9 . 7 8 4 0 . 2 0 •"'"~4i.92 5 8 . 8 4 

1969 i 8 . 9 7 - 5 3 . 9 8 2 9 . 5 8 4 0 . 3 2 3 7 . 5 0 5 1 - 8 4 

19 70 3 5 . 7 3 4 9 . 9 6 25.14 3 4 . 5 5 33.9 7 4 7 . 4 0 

19 71 3 7 . 3 7 5 2 . 9 7 3 4 . 6 3 4 7 . 6 4 3 7 - 0 3 5 2 . 3 4 

19 73 3 2 . 5 4 4 6 . 2 3 2 9 . 8 4 4 1 . 5 1 3 2 . 1 8 4 5 . 6 0 

1974 2 8 . 0 4 4 1 . 5 5 23.10 3 4 . 3 8 "27.41 4 0 . 6 3 

1975 3 4 . n 5 0 . 7 1 2 7 . 7 3 41.44 3 3 . 9 2 4 9 . 5 8 
19 76 2 8 . 2 5 42.31 2 5 . 8 4 3 8 . 2 2 2 7 . 9 4 41-78 

Average 3 9 . 6 1 5 4 . 5 5 . 2 9 . 0 8 39 .02 3 8 . 0 5 5 2 . 2 6 
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LL INDUSTRIES STATE: MAHARASHTR/^ 

Year 
Census O G C T P R  

percentage share of 
wr.jes in emoluments 

Sample sector Factory sector 

value in value 

percentage share of percentage share c 
'ages in Gmolur nts wages emoluments 
value in value in in value 

added adc*'.ed added r ided value added 
added 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (5) (7) 
1960 39.01 53.13 35-70 45.45 39.46 52.27 
1961 39.31 52.13 34- 30 40.63 33.74 50.04 
1962 39,54 53.02 34-52 41.09 39.03 51.09 
1963 33,43 52. 51 31,00 39,19 37.55 51.12 
1964 36,14 55o01 26,95 39. 70 35-27 53,50 
19S5 35.20 52-15 27„90 33,05 34. 54 50.09 
19S6 34-93 52.57 30.44 45, 35 34. 54 51.95 
1957 35-02 54-0 3 30.02 52. 52 34. 33 53.39 
1963 35.30 57-72 34. 36 53„22 35.34 57. 30 
1969 31-20 49.44 30-11 44.94 31.10 49.04 
1970 30.23 40,72 31.38 40,57 30.36 40.71 
1971 29- 90 40.43 31. 35 43.15 30.07 40.41 
197 3 30,43 49. 39 27.31 44.00 30.19 40.90 
1974 26-55 47.00 27,60 45-27 26.65 46.93 
1975 29.90 51.63 27.50 45.74 29.65 51.19 
1976 20.55 43.73 27.0 3 45,14 20.41 40:39 
Average 33.79 51-61 30.63 44.99 33-40 50.98 

7,10 Comparing the two sectors, it is seen that there 
exist differentials in thi3 p-oportion. For Gujarat, 
Tamil Nadu and West Bengal the share of wages in value 
added in the census sector was higher than that in sample 
sector, throughout the period. Except for the States of 
Bihar and Gujarat, the proportion had registered a decline 
in the sample sector. In Maharashtra; the initial 
differential between the sectors was narrowed down till it 
was nearly the same in 1976, As regards the census 
sector's performance, West Bengal was the only State 
where an increase will be noticed in this proportion. 

TABLE (a. 1.3) % SHARE OF V7AGES IN VALUE ADDED^ 
AND THAT OF EMOLUMENTS IN VALUE 
ADDED FOR CENSUS S/.MPLE TiND . 
FACTORY, SSCTORo 
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TIA^ (3,1-4) StmiE OF ^••IhGiZS IU ViiLm rJDU:iD AiP THAT 
OF EMOLUI'iEIJTS IN VfiLUE ADDED FOR CEITSUS, 
Sm'?l.E mD FACTORY SECTm. 

INDUSTl^II^S TAl'ilL I'IC'U 
Census ; sector ; Saimple sector F-.ctory sector 

Year •oercontaQe -jhare of lisreentaQe share of percentage -jhrre of Year wages in emoluments wages in emoluments wages in ofnolumentn 
value in value Value in value Value in value 
added added added added addetl added 
(2) (3) (4) (5) (5) (7) 

19G0 36,93 49. 33 20. 96 35-17 35.10 46,00 
1961 37.97 •19,16 29.72 34.51 35.49 45,54 
1962 37.14 50.09 27.32 34.90 35.25 47- 16 
1963 33.14 52.45 29.86 37.70 36.70 50.03 
1964 35.05 51.32 20. 39 37.61 . 34.15 49.93 

1965 36.07 50.79 20.47 30. 72 35.13 49. 29 
1966 33. 30 55. G7 23.12 32.52 35.70 51.02 
1967 30.25 56.42 30.77 47.05 37. 34 55.20 
1968 37.73 55.52 34. 33 50.62 36-05 54.92 
1969 35-43 53.10 26.67 39.94 34. 29 51.46 

1970 34.75 52. 31 32.29 47.25 34. 44 51.66 
1971 35.33 53.09 36.40 51.00 35.44 53.75 

1973 33.89 51.32 30.10 45.05 33. 39 50.50 
1974 31-63 43,70 26.44 43.53 30.99 40.14 

1975 39.29 61.53 31. 70 50.31 30.54 60.55 
1976 32.94 50. 35 26.06 41.21 32^29 49.49 

i\vGrage36. 10 52. 57 29.41 41.75 35,15 51.04 
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TABLE (3-1.5) .3HAKH1 OF RI-AGES IB V/iUE WDED AIK) 
THAT OF EMOLUIiSNTS IN VALU2 APL'-ED 

CENSUS S7i4PLS f̂ lD FACTORY ,3ECT0U. 

7JLL IND̂ y, STii-IEO 
CensuG sector Sami-")̂  I g secto Fcioto ry sector 

percentacje .ohare of percen-cacTo sharo of iDercen •-a"lo .3harc c:: 
Year wages in 

Value 
adcied 

emoluments 
in value 
added 

v/ager; in emolumonts -/ages. 
value in value value 
added added added 

in Gr:iolunGnt. •. 
in value 
^ddeu 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
1950 
1951 
1952 
1963 
1954 

41. 90 
43.40 
47.97 
43.25 
41. 59 

56-34 
57.33 
64.00 
59.16 
57.4G 

37.31 
43,10 
33.00 
39, 49 
41. 2-9 

47,11 
55,06 
47.35 
40.90 
53. 50 

41. 39 
43,45 
45. 63 
42,05 
41.05 

55,10 
57.13 
Gl,92 
50.10 
57.10 

1965 
1966 
1967 
1963 
1959 

37.90 
40.25 
51.02 
36.95 
30.17 

50.13 
52.01 
67.40 
50.13 
41.95 

43. 30 
34.07 
41. 62 
47.07 
33.47 

55.90 
47.63 
54.33 
59.09 
52. 34 

30.33 
39.65 
49. 50 
30.02 
31.00 

50.59 
52.23 
65-43 
51. 17 
43-00 

1970 
1971 

35-13 
41.05 

50.32 
50.42 

30-93 
25-75 

53.74 
37.10 

35.50 
30.03 

50.65 
63,73 

1973 
1974 

32-41 
32.41 

55.12 
57.07 

33.06 
30,93 

49.34 
47.97 

32.50 
32.27 t 

54.51 
59.10 

1975 
1976 

36.50 
29.45 

50.24 
46,00 

33.14 
33.92 

49.57 
40.52 

. 36.10 
29.07 

57.42 
46. 32 

aver- 30.05 55. 2e 37.59 50.57 30,51 54.01 
age 
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TABLE (3.1.6) SHA^E OF WAGES IN V/U^UE 7iDDED AND 
THAT OF ^•lOLUMEMTS IN V/^.UE ADDED 
FOR CENSb^ S/\MPLE AND FACTORY SECTOR. 

ALL INDUSTRIES mST BENGAL 
Censiic sector Sarple voector 

Year percentage share of percentage share_of 
wages in emolunents wages in emolurrcnts 

Factor^^ sector 
percentage share of 
wages in emoluments 

value in V A L U E VALTJO in value VAL'IG in value 
added added added A D D E D added added 
(2) (3) • c^) , (7) 

1960 40. 39 59,62 32.97 47.22 39,07 50,7. • 
1961 41-23 60.54 37,17 53,19 40„93 60. 10 
1962 30.50 57.01 34,20 40.49 30.32 56.50 
1963 36.06 55.41 34.05 53. -0 35,73 55.20 
1964 37. 33 57,64 35 .55 55., C7 37,29 57.50 

1965 40.00 50.99 33„71 54.66 39, 66 50.75 
1966 42. 36 64.05 33,-23 52.29 41.73 63- 24 
1967 44.11 C7.0S 40„49 63.06 43.90 67.59 
1963 47.10 72,62 44. 77 70,25 46,95 72.47 
1969 47.55 73.02 30.49 60«76 46.04 72. 06 

1970 49.53 75.20 35,31 55.06 40. 50 73.60 
1971 50.7 75„13 31.43 51,77 3.09 73.54 

1973 49.93 76.14 36- 40 CO. 5c 40.00 74,91 
ir74 I''.4 0'̂  67 - 91 31.03 5?.. 54 . •-̂ 3„04 66.63 

1975 47,02 71-02 25. 37 4 7 . 4 3 46.22 70.00 
1976 45.35 70 .74 20.47 4 9 , 57 44.23 69.34 
average 43.94 66-47 " " 3 4 7 7 3 " ' " 54.75 43.25 65.64 
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7 . 1 1 The declining trend in shai-e of ua^es in value 

adcied in most of the selectea Sta:,es raay be due to 

an increasing role of capital in production. Another 

factor may be a rise in 'employees other than v;orkers' 

i . e . the supervisory and the technical staff. The 

ratio productive capital per eripioyee is used in order 

to- Investigate the possible effect of capital Intensity, 

where productive capital is the sura of fixed capital 

and working capital. These ratios for the selected 

States and the different yeeirs ax̂ e presented in 

Table ( 8 . 2 ) . The percentages o f the number of employees 

other than v/orUers to a l l employees are given in 

Table ( 8 , 3 ) . 

7 . 1 2 I t v; i l l be seen that in Uest Bengal, the only 

Statesv.Where':there-. was an increase in tne share of 

v;ages in value added, the increase in capital intensity 

;^'Sb.la-(8.2)7 had been comparatively the laast. Further, 

except Bihar, the proportion of employees other than 

v.'orkers in VJê t Ben::alj also, had not increased as 

much as in o ther States. The sharp decline in KahaJ'ashtrj 

Gujarat and Uttar Pradesh may be attributed to these 

two factors, though i t is not clear v.'hy despite a 

high increase in the rate of capital investment and 

of supervisory and techniccil staff, the share of wa^es 

in value added in Taml Nadu had not undergone much 

de G l i n e . 
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TPBLE(8.2) : PRGDUCTIVE 
SECTOR FOR 

CAPITAL PER EMPLOYEE' IN r A C i n R Y 
SEL ECTED STATES 

ALL INOiJSTRIES 
Pr n iuctivi: c?,pi 1̂ (Rs. '000) 

Yrar Bi ha r Gu ja rat îah-̂  r-ti-
sht n 

Tamil 
Nndu 

Utt "r 
P n'! r 3 h 

Ucst 
Brnqnl -• 

(1) (3) (4) (5) (5) {7) 

1 960 14,01 5.3 -i 6.74 4.48- 5.66 6.38 
1 961 14.33 6,46 7. 95 ••" 5.71 6.63 7.42 
1 952- 14.36 7.72 8,77 7.31 6,45 ©•86 
1963 15.48 9.12 10,40 8.29 7.27 10.41 
1964 

-» 
1 6.78 9.36 11.23 1 1.39 12.51 11.58 

1 965 23.90 10.49 12.68 1 3.07 1 4.76 13.44 
1 966' 26.1 1 12.27 15.18 i4*5.6R 19.03 15.32 
1 967-

" ?/ 
31 .27 1 3.77 16.13 16^87 21.27 16.61 

1968 •• 32.2B 16.95 17.71 1 6,65 23.44 16,13 
1 969. 30.71 15,30 19.13 19.30 27.42 17.72 
1 970 34.21 15.82 21 .26 20.29 30.27 18.51 
1971- : 35.41 17.ei 21 .37 21 .26 32,71 1 8,93 
1973 - .i • 39.91 21.64 2S;,105 23.27 38.34 17,54 
1 974. 41.70 25.91 28,60 25.43 39.00 19.71 
1975- 71 .56 28.71 29.17 26.27 21.70 21^38 
1976-•77 77.40 33.1 3 33.06 28,37 26.83 24.43 
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T ! \ B L E ( e . 3 ) : P E R C E N T A G E CF E M P L O Y E E S O T H E R T H A N U 0 R K E R 3 

ALL TIMDH3 T R I E S 

Eihir Gu j a r?. t T̂  m i l P̂ ah.-3r3 -
3 h t r 3 

Utt::r 
Pran nsh 

•iJnst 
B o n q a l 

T i ) (?) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) if) ( 7 ) 

1 9 5 0 - 1 9 . 2 2 1 0 . 7 1 9. '1 6 7 . 9 g ' 

7 . 8 1 

1 2 . 0 9 . . 1 3 . 0 5 

1 9 5 1 - ^ 1 e . 7 4 . 9 . 8 3 8 . 1 9 

7 . 9 g ' 

7 . 8 1 1 0 . 4 8 1 2 . 2 8 

1 S 6 2 - 1 7 . 9 2 1 1 . 1 6 1 0 ^ 3 2 8.82 1 0 . 9 4 1 3 . 1 - 8 

1 9 6 3 - 1 7 . 7 4 1 1 . 8 5 1 0 . 5 7 9 . 65 1 1 . 8 3 . 1 2 . 7 6 

1 9 6 4 . . 1 6 . 3 1 1 3 . 0 8 1 4 . 0 8 1 4 . 9 3 1 2 . 5 5 1 4 . 6 5 

1 9 6 5 - 1 9 . 8 2 •1,3.79 1 6 . 1 3 1 8 , 0 6 1 2 . 7 5 1 6 . 4 0 

1 9 6 6 . 2 0 , 5 5 1 .5 ,21 1 7 - . . 3 7 1 6 . . 9 2 1 4 . 5 1 ie;oi 

1 9 6 7 - ' ^ 2 0 . 7 1 1 5 , 9 1 1 6 . 6 8 1 9 . 9 9 . 1 4 . 9 3 . 1 6 . 6 4 

1 9 6 8 - ' \ 2 2 . 6 6 1 6 , 8 7 1 7 . 4 4 1 9 . 7 3 1 5 . 0 5 1 7 . 4 5 

1 9 6 9 . • 2 2 , 6 9 1 . 6 . 2 2 1 7 . 5 3 19 . 7 4 1 6 . 6 6 - 1 7 . 5 0 

1 9 7 0 2 2 . 8 4 1 ,6 ,2 6 1 7 , 8 4 2 0 . 4 9 1 5 . 3 4 1 7 . 3 2 

1 9 7 1 • 21 . 7 1 1 7 . 0 6 1 7 . 9 9 2 1 . . 0 0 1 6 . 6 4 • 1 7 . 6 4 -

1 9 7 3 - . ' ^ 2 3 . 4 4 1 7 . 1 1 1 7 . 3 7 2 1 . 3 6 1 8 . 8 8 1 5 . 9 3 

1 9 7 4 - 2 5 . 3 8 1 7 . 7 2 1 9 . 0 6 2 3 . 3 3 2 0 . 3 7 . 1 8 . 1 6 

1 9 7 5 - 2 5 . 1 3 1 8 . 2 1 21 . 1 6 2 4 ^ 0 8 2 0 . 3 7 1 7 . 7 2 

1 9 7 6 - " 2 5 , 3 1 1 9 . 3 6 2 0 . D l 2 4 . 1 2 2 0 . 2 7 1 9 , 9 8 
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ghare_ of emoluments in ^^3±ue added; 

7 .13 In the \'actory, ctor aMoh'; all the gelecttd 
Sbai.es, on an avei'age, the highest proportion was 
recorded for 'west Bengal (66 per cent), ti:.is proportion 
varying between 51 pt̂ r centio 55 pei' cent for the remain
ing solectod States. Exc-pt for Tamil Nadu aiid V/cst 
•̂ engal all the selected States revealed ir.ore or-leass a 
declining trend in the share of emoluments in value added, 
the increase in this ratio for Vl'est Bengal being from 
59 p̂ i' cent to 69 per cent during tfie period under review. 

7 . 1 ^ The census sector revealed more or less the 
same trends as the factory sector. However, in the 
sample sector ai'i increase in t h o proportion vjill be 
noticed for the States of Bihar (35 per cent to ̂-6 
per cent), Gujarat (3"5 ̂ "̂̂r cent to 3S p^r cent) and 
Tamil Iladu (35 per cent to h-^ per cent), v;hilG-a slight 
incr'?ase cr on alniost static trend in obsei'vod for dost 

Bengal, Uttar Pradesh .and Maliarashtra. The differentials 
betv/een the tv/o sectors as regards this proportion 
v/ouls; appear to narrow dowii consideraoiy in respect 
of the otates of Mahai-ashtra and Uttar Pradesh, whereas 
the saiTie appears to increase in case of West Bengal. 

http://Sbai.es


CHAFTET 8 

DIFFERENTIALS IK WAGES - AN INTSR-SECTORAL COMPmiSm 

8.1 Prom what we have discussed in the preceding 
sections it appears that there exist differences in wages 
in the large scale manufacturing registered sector as 
represented by the census sector and the rest of the 
registered sector i.e. the sample sector, it would be 
interesting to compare these wages in the organised sector 
with those of the unorganised sector for the periods for 
which the data are available- The national Sample Survey 
had canvassed three surveys on small scale manufacture 
in the 14th round ( July 1958 - June 1959 }, 23rd round 
( July 1968 - Jvme 1969 ) and 29th round ( July 1974 -
June 1975 ) covering the unregistered manufacturing 
enterprises in the rural and urban areas through household 
approa-h. 

8.2 Against \-he manufacturing sector comprising the 
registered and the unregistered segments, an attempt 
has also been made in this section to bring to focus the 
prevailing wage rates of rural labour households engaged 
in both farm and non-farm occupations. For this purpose, 
data from the Rural Labour Enquiries (RLE) of 1963-65 and 
1974-75 and the survey on the .eaker section in the rural 
areas by the National Sample Survey in its 25th round (July 
1970 - June 1971) are used. 

8.3 Table (9) presents the estimates of the annual 
wages for the different sectors in each of the -Ix 
industrially important States against the all India 

• • . . 



TADLi:: (9) V7AG33 IN DIFFERENT SECTOIIS OF EIIPLOYI'IEIJT IN SELECTED PTATES 
DUUING SPECIFIED T H 4 E PERIODS 

Period/ arnû .I wages J R 5 O 
Source sector Bihar ' Gujarat Maha- Tamil Uttar Ti-ast All 

rashbra Nc:'.d_u ra'̂ Q̂oh Bengal ^Hflj:^ 
Id . (2) (3) ' (4) {5} ijl L 3 i 1 (9) " 1" 
1. 1953-59 

registered manufacturing* 
ASI-59 Census 1678 1379 1437 998 1019 1228 1192 

C100,00) (10:j.on) ' 100.0{/) (100,00) (lO'J,00) (100,00) (100 . 00) 
somple 590 564 777 664 i 736 700 

;35.15) (48., 15 (52.25 (66,53) (78, Jl) ;54.0i: (58.7 2) 
unrec:isterGl small scale 
manufacture 1/ 

NSS 14th url̂ -un 327 5 37 476 340 459 665 418 
round (19o49) (38-94) (32,01) (34„07) (45.Ov) (54,23) (35.07) 1 
(J- 53 - -ruxal " 253 387 188 234 11^ 435 217 cr, 
June 59) (15.08) (28.CS) (12.64) (23.45) (10.99) (35,42) (18.20) 

2 . 1064-55 " ' '"̂  ^od-itcrecl mianufacturincj* 
hSl-64 

RLE--54-6. 

cennus 2197 1369 2158 1752 1570 1761 1720 
(100.00) (100.00) (100.OC) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100,00) 

sample 706 940 1093 824 929 1049 767 
(32.13) (50.29) (50,83) (47.03) (59.17) (59.57) (44.59) 

rural lalxjur 2/ 
(59.57) (44.59) 

all rural labour , 323 490 413 327 265 547 y.6 
households (14.70) (26.22) (I9.i:i (18.. 56) (16.38) (31.06) (20.70) 
agricultural labour ; 306 432 388 235 245 526 339 
households (13.93) (23,11) (17.98 t (15.27) (15.51) (29.87) (19.71) 

Notes 1 icjures in brachets indicate percentages with wages in tha census sector as 100.00. 

http://28.CS


ThBUZ (9) cont j.nuecl 
Period/ 
Sources sector annual v/acios (Rs.. ) 

Bihar Guj arat Maha- Tamil 
rashtra Nadu 

All 

(1) (2) 12} H i 

uttar West 
Pradesh Bengal India 
I Z i 121 

A 

registered mr-^iufgcturing• 
census 

3. 1963-69 

ASI-68 

unrerjicterec: email scale 
r. 1 anufactaring 3/ 

iJSS ^3rd - urban 
round 
(July 68- rural 
Jiins 69} 

3097 2618 3152 2345 2194 2535 2472 

lo'0-71 

(100.00) (100.00) (100,00) (100,00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) 
1031 1279 1435 1109 1343 1410 1250 
(33.29) (48.35) ( '7.11) (47,29) (51.21) (55.62) (50.57) 

-3 33 
(33„70} 
362 

(14.64) 
'"" -^Q'-'-3cer3- manul:gcruring '' 

ASI-70 
corsuj 

s;r-np--o 

716 2760 3514 23 37 2426 3114 2851 
(100..00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00.^ (100.00) 
1119 1357 1630 1243 
( 30.11) (49. 17) (48. 04) (4 '. ) 

cural wegJ-̂ ar section 4/ 
NSS 25Ui sn̂ l̂i cultivator ] 386 541 497 359 
round households ) (10.39) (19.60) (14.14- (12.65) 
(July 1'- - non-cultivator v/ago 400 533 509 374 
June 71, earner households (10.76) (22.93) (14.40) (13.18) 

1297 159 3 1397 
( J.- ) (5 -5) (40,83) 

469 561 441 
(19.33) (13.02} (15.41^ 
510 599 490 
(21.02) (19. 24) (17,13) 



TABL^ (̂ ) continued 

Period/ . annual wages (Rs. ) 
sector — — - 1 •• • Sources o^^-^- Bihar "Gujarat Maha- Tamil Uttar West All 

" ^ i'ashtra Nadu Pradesh Bencial India 
JJL} i2} (3) (4) ( 5 ) (6) (7) (8) (9) 
5. 1974-75 

registered manufgcturinc: 
Census 5180 4105 - 5130 4289 3431 4872 4288 

'AT ."74 (100.00) (100,00) ~r-\00.00> ( lOOoOO; (100.00) (100,00) (1U0..00) 
sample 1763^^ 1732 :-"V2569 1556 1635 2402 1913 

• (34,03T~- (42.19f- :{52.03) (38.04) (47.63; {49. 30) (̂ 4.61) 
'onrecristerod small scale S/' ''['•'• 
inanu£aGtu:̂ -c '--

NS3 29th urban 1489 ',2033 1778 1230 1523 - 1560 1551 
• round.. ; 28.75) -:<-49.52) (34.66) (28,60) (44. Si) (32.02 f (36^17) 
• (July 74 - rur;il 1319 -'1575 969 533 1101 1059 322 
Juno 75) (25.46) (•37. 17) ,-.3.39) (13.59) (32.09) (21,74) (19.17) 

rural labour 6/ 
"all rural labour . ) 635 - 763 693 570 729 903 734 
.households j (13.22) (13.59) (13, 5r. "(15.62) (21.25) (18.53) (17.12). 
.agricultural labour 551 740 53: 506 593 304 531 
louseholds (12.57.- (18. 22) (12,40' (14.13) (20.34) (16.50) (15.83) 

Note s -̂-ijjurcs In brac]tets indicate,.percentages with v/ac-̂ s in the census .sector as 100.00^ 

1/ ' -itate-wise and all India-estimates are obtained .• :ora HSS Report No. 94 which prov:.des 
?er manufacturing household e^Btimate of hi^ed lal >ur charges? te. of "iiousohold and 
-ijred labourers. Hired _ charges Being monthly ̂ • tl: : wages were obtained as.: 

, (No., of hbaspholdsj X (hired charges per household) 12 
/"innual *̂ agej - ' -iix—'"'"^ r":—^ r —^—^ ' ' ̂  

i'jo. of hxred worX irs 
' J^/ -'/ago for each cai:GcjoryQf households is obtained a;i n^w^ "7 ^̂ 2̂ 2 ̂ '̂ '̂"•̂^ the-No. 

3 F days of wag-^ eiTipToy:nent" in agriruitural opera: io,'I3~i:oi. man and. n^ . for non-2 1 



TaBLB ( 9 ) Continued 

a g r i c u l t u r a l o p e r a t i o n s f o r men. w. and r e f e r t o t h e a v e r a g e d a i l y e a r n i n g s of 
men i n a g r i c u l t u r a l and n o n - a g r i c u l t u r a l o p e r a t i o n s respectj^-s^-ply. I t may be o b s e r v e d 
h e r e t h a t a l t h o u g h t h i s i n f o r m a t i o n is a v a i l a b l e f o r ^ 1 1 I n d i a i n t h e RLE r e p o r t , t h e 
S t a t e - w i s e d a t a are n o t p r e s e n t e d . Hence t h e a l l I n d i a r a t i o s o f '^io, o f d a y s o f v/age 
employment ' a<-_ * il 'U • . oi / . • ] DX^' ' i' a g r i c u l t u r a l o p e r a t i o n s t o t o t a l • >o. of 
days o f wage employment avo used t o d e r i v e t h o S t a t e - n / i s e breakdowns.- Source : F i n a l 
R j p o r t o f t h e R u r a l Labour Enqi ' iry 1954^32.- R e f e r t o T a b l e (H^ l ) o f Appendix IV. 

3/ S - a t o - w i s e r e s u l t s a r e n o t a v a i l a b l y in any ^j. t h e K3S report i ,^ Tho A l l I n d i a ratG3 
have been coTnputeu from iJSS Report Nos ,? .05 and 218 which p r o v i d e Oo o f h i r e J l a b o u r 
p^r e n t o r p r i s e ->nd per cn^-^rnrise e ^ t i m a t a o f l ? ' ' X ) u r c h a r g e s - Hirer' c h a r g e s b e i n g 
m o n t h l y , t h e v/age v/as o b t a ' n e d as s 

V'ir^ chgLcies oer enterprise 
mnuax 7 7 ^ - ^ -hired"l^ i 7"pSr"S^erpri^ X 12 

4 / Vy'agc f o r each c a t e g o r y i s oVL^ained by niult ip*\ ' ing i he a v e t a g c r a t e o f e a r n i n g s por man 
day f o r t h e :-T.nr 1 9 7 C - 7 1 cbtr. tnod from NSS D r a f t Ut p o r t N o . 2 7 0 by t h e numbci" o f man 
d a y s o f wage e m p l o ' ^ e n t i n b:rtb a-^^ixcultural and nc n - a g r i c u l t u r a l opGr . - ;c ions f o r men 
i p 1^7^--7S by -'siaig t h e / M l l a d i a f i g u r e o b t a i n e d rrom" t^o Sujnmary R e p o r t c f ^LE 1S,74.-T.S 
a^d t h e S t a t e - w i s e f i g u r o s o b t a i n a d from Labour ^aii. The c a t e g o r y of t h o ron--
c l t i v a ' - i n g e a r n e r s o f i.'SS 2 5 t h round i s e q u a ' e d t o t h e a l l r u r a l l a b o u r h o u s e -
ii- Jds of RLE- Though i t i s r e a l i s e d t h a t c o m p l e t e i d e n t i f c a t i o n i s n o t w a r r a n t e d , i n 

lence o f apo;rnpr-iate d a t a , t h e nurriber o f days o f vage employment f o r a g r i c u l t u r a l 
1 bour h o u s e h o l d s (RLE) i s c o n s i d e r e d f o r computing the r a t e s f o r s m a l l c u l t i v a t o r 
h i s e h o l d s ( N S S ) . R e f e r T a b l e o f Appendix 1\ . 

5 / S i r c e : NSS D r a f t R e p o r t N o . 2 8 0 . 

6 / R f e r T a b l e (ir>-3) o f A p p e n d i x IV . 
Tx e e s t i m a t e s o f annual wages f o r t h e r e g i s t e r e d m a n u f a c t u r i n g s e c t o r a r e based on 
t h e i n d u s t r i e s i n m a n u f a c t u r i n g and do n o t i n c l u d e t h o s e o f e l e c t r i c i t y and g a s . 
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picture. :5xcept for the registered sector, -f-he annual 
wages have been derived, using approximate procedures. 
Iho GstimatG.T of annual wages for the registered 
manufacturing sector are based on the industries in 
manufactiiring and do not include those of electricity 
and gas. In all/ the results /Tor the five spread out 
periods 1958-59, 1964-65, 1968-69, 1970-71 and 1974-75 
are presented which give evidence of the movement of the 
differentials over time. 

LIMITJ-̂ TIOMS 

8.4 Before the results are presented, the inherent 
limitations of the derived estimates and the ccmparability 
aspect are .sot forth in the following sections s 

1. It will be realised that proportionately 
un-

the number of hired v/orkers in th^registered 
sector would be less than the workers in the 

* registered sector because ox the phenomenon 
of the self—employed and family members 
participating in the enterprise activities. 
Since the wages relate only to the hired 
workers it is assumed that the wages for 
those excluded are the same. 

2. The RLE results present separately the 
average daily earnings for m'̂ n, women and 
children for two categorios of households -
the agricultural labour households and 
all rural labour households. The wages 
for men are taken into accô lnt because 
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6/ The total of the an.oun^ rconivable in cash and in 
kind per mar.-day of gatnful wo--k was considered to 
be the wage rate. " jr impuxinr the value of wages 
in kind the prevai">-ing r tc\\l market price had to 
be considered (NSS draft j'.oport No. 270, Time dispos
ition and wag::; r̂ jce :tor econoiuically weaker section 
of the rura: populcition). 

their rates a""3 the highest- Secondly, only 
the nuiTiber of days in wage employment in 
agricultural ai^d non-agricultural operations 
are taken into account, excluding thus the 
day,-7 in r :̂ .lf'-f-jployment and employment on 
salary basis-

3 . In coMpjtri ng r.'v,-- dni'iual wages for the rural 
wealf'-or s*̂ ';:ti':r, •. .'̂r-: it ion Fia;v be made that 
average Jcir-iii-.Tc pcv p^an dr-̂ y for the 
two cb''"•go'-i"!. vi' SPa^^ culti^j-ator households 
(ii) r-̂?'-!' ci::i' ' „-r.ing v;j'^ earner households 
as o b - ^ . i i ; -Ivf. '••'„̂s r;-rvey on weaker 
•3GTL:'oii : :1. :"r" ̂ r.-timatcs of nuitiber of 

daViJ of -Vjr; plcv̂ "̂ -""'' c.-'"e taken from the 
second HLi: (19'̂ "--75; , Aa has been mentioned 
earlier, -h -r̂o -̂ rjt̂ r.iates are given for two 
Categoric.: (;' ^g-i-ultuval " >.bour households 
and (ii) ai-- ii^raA labovr households, in 

cnnstrjctlncf •li'^ esti-^atef cf annual wages 
therefore, f.-m ̂ ^stlmates of nurober of days of 
wage prr.v̂ L,-vaar': for .-11 rural labour households 
arc -̂â icr̂  to -.'.vpLtte for the non-cultivating wage 
earner house'i'..o..iaE and that of agricultural 
labour hovoerc*d~ for the small cultivator 
households, c-'.'.i tho",jh realising that one to 
one corresporf.r':;jt^ }-r-^-.^ not exist. Again, in 
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Two statements containing data of "CCond RLE 
(1974-75) in respect of the States of Dihar, 
Gujarat, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh 
and West Bengal on number of days in wage employ
ment and average daily earnings for men in 
agricultural and non-r.gricultural operations were 
kindly furnished by the Labour Bureau on request. 

absence of the cletailed report of RL3 giving 
State-wire estirriates for 197;-7 5, the number 
o> dayi- of wage employment by breakdowns of 
agricultural and non-agricultural operations, 
they are obtained for the difforent States by 
using the All India ratio of Xi^l I-TIS on the 
respective estimates of States for 1974-75, 
obtained from the Summary Report of RLE, 1974-

7 / 
75 and Labour Dureau.— Since the ostimatca 
thus arrived at pertain to 1974-75, it is 
implicity assumed that no change had taken 
place during the period 1970-71 to 1974-7 5. 
Tabler. (D-.l) to (0-3) of Appendix IV gives the 
estimates derived from the different sources. 
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RESULTS 

8.5 The wages in the rural mregistered manufacturing 
units in the country were a meagre 18% of those in the 
census sector registered units in 1959, this differential 
further widening during the decade 1950-59 to 1968-69 to 
15%;the urban unregistered units, through much better placed 
reported only 35% of census vage rates in 1959 decreasing 
to 34% during the decade. These differentials were somewhat 
narrowed in 1974»-75, with the rural unregistered units recor 
ing 19% and the urlxm 36%, Within the registered sector, 
the sample sector wages as proportion to the census sector 
declined frcra 59% in 1959 to 45% over the sixteen years-
Coming to the sector of employment covering the rural 
labour households, the wages stood at one-fifth of the 
census sector rai"$s in 1954-65, this proportion going 
down further to 16 to 17% during the decade 1964-65 to 
1974-75. An intermediate picture about the rural weaker 
section is obtained for the period 1970-71 which reveals 
that the wages were only 15 to 17% of the contemporary 
census sector rates-

8.6 It would be interesting to examine the cross 
sectional picture of 1974-75 covering all the sectors 
of employment - whereas a factory worker in the census 
sector earned Rs.428a, his counterpart's wages in the 
sample sector were only P̂s. 1913 (45%), in urban unregister© 
units Rs. 1551 (35%) and further down the ladder came 
the worker in the rural unregistered units with a mere 
Rs-022 (19%), the rural labour household worker with 
Rs.734 (17%). The agricultural labourer's wages were 
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only Rs, 68-1 (16%) at the botto:': of the catago^les 
specified. 

S"7 If V/e compare the wacjos in the census sector 
with those in the cample sector in the registered factory 
sector amon- the different States the differential wxll 

be revealed to be widest in Bihar and the narroest in 
U.P. 9t9 1959 - hov/ever, the gap observed in U-ir- was 
further widened in 197'!- when tJest Bengal reported the 
minimum gap. In general, the differential widened over 
time for all the States-

8-8 In respect of the urban and rural areas of the 
unregistered manufacturing sector we are left with the 
data relating to only two timo periods, i.e, the H t h 
and 29th rounds of JSS. It will be obcserved that over 
time whereas, the V/ages in the urban sector as proportion 
to the wages in the census sector in nihar (19% to 29%) 
and Gujarat (39% to 50%) improved considerably, that 
in West Bengal declined from 54% to 32%. In the rural 
sector the increases in Bihar (15% to 25%), U .P.(11% 
to 32%) and Gujarat (23% to 37%) were quite pronounced. 
Again, in West Bengal and Tamil Nadu there v;as a further 
widening of differentials. 

8.9 Between the urban and rural sectors, wide 
differential e>d.sted in 1958-59 in U - P . which seemed 
to narrow down much in 1974-7 5. But the initial 
differential in Maharashtra in 1958-59 was discernible 
even after a period of 16 years. 

8.10 We v/ould now focus tho inter-state differential 
in wages pertaining to rural labour households as 
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compa'̂ ed to the censuc s€L.tor of the manufacturing industry, 
Among the selected states, West Bengal had the highest 
v/agoc in 19o4-65 for the agricultural labour households 
and all rural l a l D o u r households, tjoth in absolute 
terms as well as, relative to the census sector wages. 
As a proportion to the census sector, the wages of the 
agricultural labour households were the minimum (14%) in 
Bihar followed by U.P-(16%). 7* comparative picture in 1970-71 
as revealed by the results of the rural weaker section, 
shows that the wages of the small cultivator households 
and the non-cultivator wage earner households in Bihar 
were only one-tenth of the wages in the census sector, 
the corresponding wages for Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu being 
only la-Ll?-;,, 

3.11 Again, a comparative study of the wages of agricul
tural labour and all rural labour households in 1974-75 
with respect to the ratec in *64-'65 die .loses that except 
for Uttar Pradesh, in all the selected States the proportion 
of wages of these households compared to the census sector 
went down further, indicating widening of the differentials. 
Particular mention may be made of west Bengal and Gujarat 
where the decline was quite pronounced - the wages went 
down from 31% to 13% in case of former and from 26% to 19% 
in the latter. Bihar and Maharashtra reported the widest 
differentials of the order of 12 to 13%, 

3.12 We have observed from the inter-sectoral comparison 
given above that very wide differentials exist between the 
wages in large units of registered manufacturing sector 
and those obtaining in different sectors. Even as compared 
t o the sample sector (smaller units), except for the urban 

/-
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unregiGterred monufacturing units in some States, marked 
differences are noticed. The v/ages in 1974-75 in rural 
unregistered manufacturing units were only 43 por cent 
of the sample sector \•7̂ ê.'̂ :. Tlio v/ages of the rural 
labDUr households were 46 per cent of the sample sector 
wages in 1964-65, this proportion going dovm further to 
33 per cent during the decade 196'i-65 to 1974-75. A widen
ing of differentials with respect to agricultural labour 
and rural labour households was noticed for the period 
1964-65 to 1974-75 in all selected States except Uttar 
Pradesh and Tamil iTadu. The '„7ages of the small culti
vator households and non-cultivating v/ago earner 
households in 1970-71 wore 32-35 per cent of those in 
the sample sector. 
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3 u M M A r; Y 

9,1 This bulletin deals with trends in wages, labour 
productivity and sha^e of v/ages in value added in the 
registered manufacturing sector ( including electricity 
and gas ) dioring tho period 1960 to 1976, The study is 
separately made for the large units ( census sector ) and 
the smaller units ( sample sector ). Inter-state and inter-
sectoral analyses are also presented to reveal the differential 
features. 

9. 2 At current prices the annual v;ages per worker in the 
factory sector increased from Rs. 1200 in I960 to Rs. 4357 in 1976. 
The v/age for large nnitc \ as doixble that for the smaller 
units and the difference widened progressively over the period. 
There was a substantial^ inctease in real v/ages in the census 
sectc • during the period gainsf a decli 3 noticed in the 
Sample sector. 

9. 3 i-^x. current prices the labour productivity ( value added 
per employee ) in the factory sector increased from Rs, 2761 in 
1960 to Rs, 10974 in 1976, the sharp increase in the later 
years being mostly due to the inflationary conditions. In 
real terms the labour productivity remained almost static 
during the seventies except for 1976 when the produc*-.ivity 
increased, AS between the census and the sample sectors, 
whereas there was an increase in labour productivity in the 
census sector, a decline could be noticed in the sample 
sector. 

9,4 Trends in wages in relation to consumer price index 
and productivity showed that the wage level followed by 

. . . . / -
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and large, the productivity movementE. For a few years 
when rate of increase of conswner pricos was more than 
that of productivity,, the wage level wa^ found to be 
nearer tliat of the prices than productivity. 

9. 5 Tile share of wages in value added remained almost 
static during the period 1960 to 1963 but declined there
after. This decline was noticed in both the sectors. 

9.6 The study relating to the six industrialised States 
of Bihar, Gujarat, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh 
and West Bengal indicates wide differentials, Maharashtra 
reporting the highest v/age and Uttar Pradesh the lowest. 
The wages in the sa'npl'':' sectcr in all those States were 
less than half of those in tho census sector during 
1973-76, tho '"''iffGreiitial,'? having widened over time. As 
in respect of wages, T'laharasntjra also reported the 
highest labour productivity throughout che period, widest 
gap notic d with respect to V -c^x Pradesh. The average 
share of v/ages in value added varied between 33 per cent 
f'-r r.;-iharr.ih' r.r. t j 43 per cent in respect of 77est Bengal. 
Vfliereas a declining trend for this ratio was observed 
for the states of Gujarat, Maharashtra, Uttar Pradesh 
and to a lescsr extent in Bihar and Tam.il Nadu, an 
increasing trend is observed in case of West Bengal. The 
declining trend in the share of w a g e s in the value added 
in most of the selected States may be due to an 
increasing role of capital in production and a rise in the 
proportion of 'employees other than workers'. 

9.7 A comparison of the wages obtaining in different 
sectors with the large units of the registered 
manufacturing sector disclosed very wide differentials. 

. . . . / -

http://Tam.il
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Even rs compared to the sr^aller units of the registered 
manufacturing sector, marked differences are noticed except 
fo^ the urban unregistered manufactarj.ng units in some States. 
The cross sectional picture for 1974-75 shows that the wages 
of the rural unregistered manufacturing units were only 43 
per cent and those of rural labour households and agricultural 
labour householdc respectively 3G per cent and 36 per cent 
of the s^ple sector wages. 
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belov/ 

1. Registered factory : is one registered under the 
factories Act, 1943 employing 10 or more workers and using 
power and 20 or more workers and not using power. Closed 
factories are also included till they are deleted from 
the lists maintained by the Chief inspectors of Factories 
in the states. 

2. Fixed capital s represents the depreciated value 
of all fixed aS3et.^ cf the factory as on the closing day 
of the accoiinting year Fi.ced capital covers all goods 

new or used that have a normal economic life of one/or /year 
more ( for example land, buildings including those under 
construction, plant and machinery, tranciport equipment, 
etc- )- It includes the fixed assets of. the head office 
allocable to the factory. AG;:^ets solely used for post 
manufacture distribution as w a l l as intongible assets 
are, however, excluded from fi;ced capita.1. 

3. Working capital ; comprises stock of materials, 
stores, fuels, semi-finished goods and finished goods, 
cash in hand and at bank, net balance of amounts 
receivable over amounts payable as at the end of the 
accounting year. It excludes fixed deposits, long 
term loans and investments. 

4. V7orkers % The term 'worker' is used in the same 
sense as defined in section 2(3) of the Factories Act, 1948 

/ -

• CONCEPTS DEFT-.TITIONS 

The relevant concepts and definitions are explained 
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where a worker is defined as a person employed directly 
or th'ough any agency whet ler for wages o-̂  not, is any 
manufacturing pr ces's or in cleaning any part of the machinery 

^ . ^ ^ . . . - . ^ ^ ^ ^L<^<A i\jr manufacturing process or any kind of 
work incidental to or C O N N 3 C T E D with the manufacturing process 
or the subject of the manufacturing process- However, persons 
holding positions of supervision and management or employed 
in a confidential position are excluded, 

5. Employees i relate to all persons engaged by the 
factory in work connected directly or indirectly with the 
manufacturing process and include all administrative, technical 
and clerical staff, as also labour engaged in production of 
capital assets for factory - v- own use. it includes employees 
in the so called s;_,Jes department, as also those engaged in 
purchase of rr.w materials v^tc^ and fixed assets for the 
factory. They also xncludc the proprietors and partners 
and their unpaid family members who work in or outside the 
factor/. Persons in the l-':ad office connected with the 
manufacturing ac ivity of the factoiy are also included in 
tills xcein. 

The number of 'workers' or 'onployees' is an average 
number per working day ( days on which the manufacturing 
process was carried on ), It is calculated by adding, for 
each category, persons attending and on leave with pay 
( including those on strike but excluding those on 
unlimited leave, leave without pay ) in each shift over all 
the shifts worked on all days ( working and non-working ) and 
dividing the result bi'' the number of days on which the 
manufacturing process was carried on. 

• , . , 
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6- Wages : include all payments made to workers in 
cash as compensation for work done diuring the year, for 
exaitiple, basic wagec, deamess allowance, over time 
payments, shift allowance, leave wages, wages for paid 
holidays and regular bonuses such as production bonus, 
good attendance bonus, incentive bonus etc., which are 
paid more or less regularly for each pay period. 

7. Emoluments : include the salaries and wages paid 
during the year to persons in employment. it includes profit 
sharing, festival and other bonuses and ex-gratia Payments 
Paid at less frequeynt intervals ( i-e. , other than 
bonuses paid more or less regularly for each pay period 
Benefits in kind in respect of supplies made or services 
rendered ^uch as housing, medxcal, education and 
recreational facilities are included in this item- It 
excludes factory expenses in the shape of employer's 
contribution to provident fund, pension, gratuity or 
similar other charges. 

r̂tr̂ l outrout I is the ex-factory vilue of all 
finished products and by-products manufactured and the 
value of services rendered by the factory for others 
during the survey year. it includes the net value of 
semi-finished goods and sale value of goods sold in 
the Same condition as purchased. 

9 - Value added by manufacture : provides a measure of 
the contribtition made by the resotirces of labour and 
capital equipment in producing the output of an activity 
and is obtained by dedacting from the total value of 
output the total value of input and depreciation-
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.../-

•^19^-:^l'J^ij^^:^Xi;:^^^c}^s lu ladqut; bureau 

T ^" -J- •''̂ ^^-i i urnbe' of factories and number of workers 

yirci coopj.i.i:d bv tho L.aoour Bureau, Simla and piiblished in the 

•^u^'-^'- ' Cown^.l^ 1-11̂  figures given in the publication 
not, h /v-jve'-. comparable vrith the ASI data used in this 

i-,.̂ i,letzn bacause o'-- the following reasons : 

Ci' Ihe labour Bureau data cover factories 
registered ijjider Section 85 of the Indian 
Factories Act, 1948 also, in addition 
to those registered under Sections 2m(i) 
ĉ'r̂.d 2m(iij which only are covered by the 

I 
;ii) Tne Labour B\:j:eau excludes the days 

sptjnt on repair and maintenance while 
C a l c u l a t i n g the nxjmber of working.days 
whereas the ASI includes them, 

2- Thi-; Labour Bureav.- Simla publishes another 

'•Series of Ĝ eplo;, inont data based on jr-art II of the 

-̂-.L '̂cnci,L.lc :ui tne publication "Labour Statistics 

•̂•̂ dfer hiio T•^\rv.^.l -̂.-rvey of Industries". These 

also differ fr:cm the figures shown in the ASI - Sumnary 

.4 j^roucht ou.t b.^ the Central Statistical Organisation 

(i) The CSO figures are based upon aggregates 
for the entire suarvey year as reported in 
Part :: of the ASI schedule, while the 
Labour Bureai' xiigures are estimates 
based upon the data collected for the 
last r̂ o-ii:h of the fourth quarter of the 
r'?feroncc y^ar. 
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(ii) CSC fioures excluO.e attendance on 
non-working dayr wherea-s the Lr" our 
Bureau data include these. On the 
otber " and, the employmen"- data given 

-'-ho C30 include persons on leave 
w i t h pay as also man days lost through 
strikes and lock-outs besides the 
persons attending, whereas the La!x)ur 
Bureau figures relate to persons 
attending only. 

3.. The Labour Bureau figures include employment in water 

supply, sanitary s e r v i c e s , r e c r e a t i o n a l and personal 

services while the CSO figures exclude them. 



TABLE (A-1.0) NUMBER OF FACTORIES, WORKERS AIMD EMPLOYEES IN THE REGISTERED FACTORY 
SECTOR AND SOME ECONOMIC INDICATORS DURING 1960-76 

I I J . 

Consumer price index No. Index of cens us sector 
Year index for ind of per industr number of Year ustrial workers Capita ial pro facto v/orkers employees employees 

(1961=100) income duction ries other than 
employees 

(1951=100) (1961^100) ('000) workers('000) ('000) 
(1) (2) (3) (5) 15) (7) (0) 
1960 96.2 99 .1 91.5 0 391 2501 323 2904 
1961 100.0 IC0„0 10 .0 0930 2739 311 3050 
1952 102.9- 99. 3 109.7 9541 2300 330 3253 / 
1953 105.J 102.2 11J • 3 10094 3020 420 3440 / 
average â tnual rate 
change (196C-G3) 

°' 3.2 1.0 9.1 6.3 5.5 9.3 5,9 
1964 120.2 107.3 123.9 11940 3254 544 3790 
1955 131.7 99.1 140.3 13155 3345 641 3906 
1955 145. 2 97,6 140. 3 11997 3297 605 3902 
1967 165.4 104.2 , 139.7 12152 3263 066 3934 
average annual rata 
change (1963-57) 11.3 0 .7 4 .2 5-2 2.0 12.9 3. 4 
1963 170.2 104-5 149. 3 12150 3251 707 39G0 
1959 
1970 
1971 

160. 3 
176-9 
102.7 

103. S 
112-7 
111.6 

160.5 
163.0 
175. 2 

12754 
13542 
16145 

3401 
3514 
3725 

751 
797 
370 

4152 
4311 
4595 

«vor«gfi annu?.l rnte 
change (I9:?7 -71) 2, o 1.3 6.0 7.6 3 . 3 5.9 4,0 
197 3 
1974 
1975 
1975 

225.9 
292.3 
303.7 
204.5 

11J.7 
1C9.5 
1 : 7 . 0 
116.5 

107 5 
190.3 
202.0 
221.3 

14031 
16017 
16642 
13060 

3000 
3911 
4097 
4229 

944 

1094 
1161", 

4744 
49 2C 
5191 
5390 average annual rate 

of change (1971-76) 10.0 0.9 4.0 2.5 2.6 6.0 3, 3 

average annuil rate 
of chanqo (1960-76) 7.4 1.1 5.7 5 .2 3 . 2 3.7 4.0 



F A C T O R Y SECTOR T'iND SOME ECONOMIC I N D I C A T O R S D U R I N G 0 . 9 0 0 — 7 5 

T.J.J. TIIDUSIRIES ALL INDIA 
Sample sec to X" F?»6torv Sector 
nur.bor of number of 

Year factories worker s employees employees factories workers employees employe Year 
other than other than 

('000) workers('000) ( '000 ) ('000) v7orkers( ' 000)('000) 
f 1) (9) (4-0) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (10) 
1960 31753 642 93 740 40154 3223 421 3644 
196"! 33557 597 35 632 42587 3336 396 3732 
1962 34427 640 102 742 43953 3528 482 4010 
1963 35663 544 104 740 45757 3672 . 524 419G 
aver aO'G >inual r.̂ te 
6 f channe (.1960-63) 3.9 0. 3 2.9 O.G 4,5 4.4 0.2 4.3 

1904 34319 GCO 121 727 45257 38 50 CG5 4525 
1965 35301 569 127 695 43456 3914 703 4^3 2 
19GG 37 349 G19 150 759 49346 3916 3 35 4751 
19C-/ 38551 515 157 732 50713 3383 3 33 4716 
avoBa<aie annual rato 
of change (1903-07) 2.0 - 1-0 12.7 1-3 2.5 1.4 12.7 3.0 

19 Go 43559 091 15 G 057 55319 3952 373 4325 
19G9 47432 702 177 879 50136 4103 923 .SO 31 
1970 51020 717 183 905 54555 4231 935 521G 
1971 44024 558 174 342 60007 4335 1041 S42G 
average annual rate 
change (10 37-71) 

of 3.9 2. 3 1,2 2.0 4.5 3.1 5.7 3. 5 
1973 49033 352 214 10 GO 63954 4G52 1150 5310 
19?.: 43064 845 64031 4756 12JJ3 6 0 ^ 
1975 54094 392 238 1130 71535 4939 133 2 G371 
197G 530 33 974 276 1250 31105 5203 1437 5640 
avarage annual rate 
change (11.71-75) 

of 7.7 , 3.3 10.2 3.6 5.3 3.5 6-7 4.1 
average annual rate 
change (19 30-75) 

of 4.5 3.0 7-2 3.5 4.5 3.0 0.2 3.3 



Notess 1- The annual r^tes of change in different characteristics for the sub-periods are 
obtained as averages of the yearly changes-

2- Wo survey was conducted during 1972. 
3. "All industries" include those of manufacturing, electricity and gas 

excluding water supply (Code 420). 



TABLE (A.1-1-): l^BER OF FACTO-^IES, WORKERS AND EMPLOYEES IN THE REGISTERED 
FACTORY SECTOR DURING 1960 to 1975. 

ALL INDUSTRIES ; STATE BIHAR 

Year 
Census Sector 

number 
facto- work- BuiploVQe& oiaplo-
ories ers other than yeos 

('00) workers('OG)('00) 

Sample Sector 
number 

fact- work- employees .empl-
orxes ers other than oyees 

('00) workers('00) ('00) 

Factory Sector 
number 

factoid \7ork-
rxes ers 

(»00) 

employ
ees other 
than worker 

employ
ees 
: (-00) 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (3) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 
1960 241 1331 327 16 50 1327 190 34 224 1560 1521 351 1302 
i9-:i 265 1433 325 17 50 1292 104 '3 232 1557 1617 37 3 1990 
1962 293 1515 341 13 57 1133 217 37 254 1431 17 33 373 2111 
1963 307 16C7 350 19 57 1314 225 45 270 1521 10 32 395 2227 
1964 333 1550 371 2021 1330 209 46 255 1713 1059 417 2270 
19-̂-5 330 1607 433 2120 1450 213 37 250 1030 1901 470 2371 
19 0 6 360 1650 446 2114 1549 255 51 305 • 1917 1923 497 2420 
1967 334 1679 457 2135 1723 215 33 253 2112 1394 495 2309 
1960 391 1591 502 2193 1399 194 50 244 2290 1035 552 2437 
1969 446 1743 527 2270 1999 245 57 302 2445 1933 504 2572 
1970 464 1731 537 - 2313 2102 253 35 318 2566 2034 502 2036 
1971 535 194-4 545 2439 2121 229 57 206 2706 2173 502 2775 
1973 509 1797 567 2364 2014 293 73 366 2603 2090 540 2730 
1974 '63 1999 674 2673 1050 266 97 363 2513 2265 771 3036 
1975 .97 2207 779 3065, 2967 341 103 444 3664 2620 032 3510 
1976 •/05 2293 733 3036 3163 295 91 306 3060 2593 079 3472 

file:///7ork-


TABLE ( a . 1 . 2 . ) NUI4BER OF FACTORIES, WORKEi^S im EI4PL0YEES IN THE REGISTERED 
FACTORY S E C T m DURING 1960 to 1976 . 

JiLL INDUSTiUES STATE % GUJAt^AT 
Census Sector Samole Sector Factory Sector 

numbej n\amber number 
Year facto• work employ employr* fact wor* employees emplo fact wor emplo emplo

ries ers ees other ees ories kors other yees ories kers yees oth yees 
( • 0 0 ) than v;ork-• COO) (•GO) than wor- COO) COO) er than COO) 

er j( '00) k ra('OO) v/orkcrs( •GO) 
( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 3 ) ( 7 ) (3) ( 9 ) ( 1 0 ) ( 1 2 ) ( 1 3 ) 

1950 749 2543 231-' 2324 23 33 •309 97 705 3587 3152 370 35 3D 
1951 3 17 2799 279 3073 29C2 570 553 3309 3359 357 37 35 
1952 930 Z, 13,_j 309 3097 3055 505 117 722 4036 3393 42G 3319 
1953 973 2755 337 3092 3275 540 120 750 4249 3395 457 3352 

1954 1035 2355 3249 3247 513 140 753 4332 3479 52J 4002 
1965 1193 2970 434 3404 3307 555 132 597 4500 3535 555 4 1 0 1 
1955 1129 2313 4J9 3237 3529 G2G 149 775 4553 3444 513 4052 
1957 1094 2795 439 3234 3303 573 153 046 4902 3473 557 4130 

1953 1042 2753 51C 3253 3 1 5 214 1029 5535 3553 724 4292 
1959 117 5 2955 520 3435 5253 323 215 1043 6423 37 9 3 7 35 4523 
1970 1155 3032 545 3523 5374 333 224 1110 7040 3953 770 47 33 
1971 1419 3135 610 3795 4943 3 34 217 1051 5357 4020 327 43':-7 

197 3 1475 3419 5 7 0 . ^ 4039 5533 9 9 1 241 1232 7003 4410 9 1 1 5321 
1974 1522 3595 . 7 1 0 4305 5232 1042 • 289 1332 5354 • 4533 999 5537 
1975 1564 330 5 732 4537 6301 1002 233 1290 7355 • 4307 1070 5377 
1975 1755 3719 347 4555 7944 1074 304 1373 9710 4793 1151 5944 



TABLE (A. 1.3) WUT4BER OF FACTORIES, WORKERS AND EI4PL0YEES IN THE REGISTERED 
FACTORY SECTOR DURING 1960 TO 1976. 

ALL INDUSTRIES STATE s M/^i^ASHTRi 
Census Sector 

number number 
. Factory Sector 

rujnber 
Year fact wor- employ employ™ fact v;or- employ emplo fact wor employ emp] D 

ories k.-̂r s ees other ees or.t-̂  3 . l-ors ees other yees orios kers ees other yees 
(•00) than wor-- (-00) ( '00) than v'or- ('00) (•00) than v,\ r ( ^ 0 0 ) 

kors( 'OOi >.er3l_l00i kGrs( 'CO) 
l i L . (-) (3) . (6) r ; ) ( O (9) (10) (11) (12J 
1960 1600 5753 499 6257 5335 1527 131 1653 0073 7235 630 
1961 1016 6001 49"̂  490 6605 1JC2 112 1294 0421 7103 600 7792 
1952 • 2054 5164 500 6744 6423 1299 141 . 1440 0402 7463 721 0 3,04 
1963 2110 6267 630 6905 6296 1140 154 1302 0406 7415 792 3 207 

1964 2507 6455 1090 7553 6263 976 206 1102 0775 743:l 130 ̂• 07 35 
1965 2750 6304 1360 7672 6149 914 223 1137 ;0399 7210 15S. 3309 
1966 2361 6121 1390 7511 GG97 1126 301 1427 .3y53 7247 1691 0930 
1967 2452 6057 1404 7461 6552 1040 370 1410 9004 7097 1774 0071 

1960 2506 6340 1536 7076 7303 1077 236 1363 9094 7417 1322 9239 
1959 2655 6476 1597 0073 0136 1249 303 1552 10051 7725 1900 9625 
197C 2941 6604 1699 8303 3000 1360 353 1713 11741 7954 2052 10016 
1971 3492 7059 10 59 0910 7330 1033 307 1395 100 22 0147 2166 10313 
1973 3161 7300 1979 9279 7566 1453 393 1851 10727 3753 2377 11130 
1974 3335 7459 2217 9676 7463 1471 SCO . 1971 10003 0930 2717 11647 
1975 29;: 3 7221 2241 9462 9401 ~ 1609 562 2171 12324 0030 2003 11633 1976 3130 7529 2395 9924 10002 1642 520 2162 . 13932 9171 2915 12006 



TABLE (A. 1-4) ; 

ALL INDUSTRIES 

NUE-IBER OF FACTORIES, WORKERS ̂ ND SX^PLOYEES IN TPIE REGISTFl̂  
FACTORY SECTOR DURING I960 To 1976 -

STATE: TAMIL NADU 

Year 

Census Sector 

fact-
ori es 

number 
enploy-' wor- enpi oy- * empxoy -

kers 03S other ces 
( '00) than wor^^ M O O ) 

rjrTb^ r_ ^ ̂  ^ 
emplcy- 'employ
ees other e3s 

-F^l^^jry Sector 

fa--t v;or-
or.ter hc-.rs 

( =00) than --̂o ('00) 
kersC ) 

face- v/or-
c"î -s k 'rs 

c o g : 

crr.plo;/--
oor. o t h e r 
thai- -
1-,..^'.of 'Oi 

employ-
cos 
C o c : 

f l ) . ( - ) ( 4 1 (5) (6) (7) n.2) (3'37 
1960 1376 IbO 205 4 J 59 320 13 5 943 2704 295 2999 
1961 78^. 2100 172 2272 4300 701 73 7;3 dSOi 2001 7:50 ?j51 
1S62 .3G 215 5:' 215 - 237C 4702 712 114 025 5:"4C 2367 329 3196 
1963 900 2356 246 2602 5273 760 12 2 002 6173 3116 360 3404 

1964 1045 2'?35 429 3165 373 3 672 129 301 4320 34C3 550 39G6 
1965 1160 2943 530 3431 4290 631 150 701 5450 3574 600 4262 
1966 ^039 ^033 610 3651 4091 703 163 371 5100 3736 73 5 4521 
1967 1154 3155 662 3017 4416 602 219 901 5570 3037 001 4710 
1960 1234 3101 663 3044 5020 040 136 1026 6254 4021 049 4370 
1969 1269 3439 720 4167 5392 753 10 ̂  934 6661 4192 909 5101 
1970 1260 3634 771 4405 5606 1037 243 1230 6074 4671 1014 5605 1971 . 1542 3900 339 4747 4403 020 193 1010 5945 4723 1037 5756 
1973 1305 3690 750 4440 5542 1009 255 1344 6927 4779 1005 5704 1974 149C 3751 372 4523 5455 1130 277 1407 6941 4001 1149 6030 1975 2609 . 4269 995 5264 4735 701 360 1141 7344 5050 1355 6405 1975 2714 4454 1107 5561 5527 007 229 1116 0241 5341 1335 6677 



APPENDIX - III 
TABLE (A-1.5) NUMBER OF FACTORIES, /7CRKERS AND EMPLOYEES IN TEiE REGISTERED 

FACTaiY SECTOR DUIUNG 19G0 TO 1976 
?XL INDUSTRIES STATE: UTT̂ î  PRADESH 

Census Sector Sample Sector Factory Sector 
numl:)er number number 

Year fact wor employ emplo fact wor employ emplo fact work ^ p l o y - employees 
ories kers ees other yees ories kers ees other yees ories ers Gos other COO) 

(•CO) than wor (•00) (•00) than wor- COO) COO) than wor
kers ( ' CO) ke j('00) kers COO) 

(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (3) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 
1960 543 2044 270 2314 1722 330 64 444 2255 2424 334 2753 
1951 593 2250 253 2523 1379 411 50 451 2472 2571 313 2934 
1952 539 2231 272 2553 2063 430 51 491 2707 27 li 333 3044 
1963 701 2339 313 27C2 2079 417 63 430 2780 2305 376 3132 

1964 791 2424 J j4 2753 2152 425 74 493 2953 2349 403 3257 
1965 343 2592 370 2562 2313 463 77 540 3151 3055 447 3502 
1966 793 2443 392 2340 2575 425 95 520 3374 2373 437 3350 
1967 775 2233 333 2671 2535 541 *03 549 3411 2324 496 3320 

1950 313 2340 405 2745 2955 569 109 577 3734 2909 515 3424 
1969 350 2325 452 2777 3309 572 127 599 4159 2397 579 3476 
1970 355 2561 506 3157 3527 507 132 739 4492 3263 533 3905 
1971 1000 2310 540 3350 3045 533 137 720 4045 3393 677 4070 

1973 1117 2390 569 3559 3695 635 153 349 4312 3576 332 4403 
1974 1049 3293 031 4129 3303 721 197 913 4352 4019 1023 5047 
1975 1154 3465 947 4412 3636 554 01 535 4300 4019 1029 5047 
1976 1406 3760 934 4702 4507 934 252 1195 6013 4702 1196 5093 



APPENDIX - III 
TABLE (A . 1-6) NUMBER OF FACTORIES, 770RKERS AND EMPLOYEES IN THE REGISTERED 

FACTORY SECTOR DURING 1960 TO 1976. 

ALL INDUSTRIES 

1960 
1969 
1970_ 
1971 

Census Sector Sample Sector 
STATE: WEST BENG^  

Factory Sector 
number number 

fact wor- employ- emplo fact wor employ emplo fact wor
ories kers ee s other yees ories kers ees other yees ories kers 

( ' 0 0 ) than v/or- C O O ) C O O ) than wor- C O O ) C O O ) 
kers( '00) keis( '00) 

C O O ) 

( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 5 ) ( 6 ) ( 7 ) ( 3 ) ( 9 ) ( 1 0 ) ( 1 1 ) 

1960 1312 5322 832 6654 2548 • 579 129 708 3360 6401 
1961 1435 5991 804 6795 27 37 633 124 762 4172 6629 
1962 1548 6364 923 7287 2368 622 137 759 ^ . 4416 6986 
1963 1593 6900 1035 7935 3090 720 30 300 ' 4683 7620 

1964 ' 1793 7036 1160 8246 3228 706 x7a 884 5021 7792 
1965 2000 7405 1391 8796 3233 623 13 3 806 5283 8028 
1966 1904 7132 1506 8633 3792 716 218 934 5696 7848 
1967 1305 6912 1308 3220 3373 656 202 853 5758 7563 

number 

1630-
1660 
1637 
1333 

6214 1250 7464 4362 747 
6370 1237 7657 4522 026 
6245 1245 7490 4765 749 
6625 1364 7939 4076 593 

1 9 7 3 ^ 1432 6765 1189 7953 3709 733 
1974 1513 6372 1328 7700 3516 769 
1975 143 5 6671 1444 8115 4465 739 
1976 1540 6377 1499 7376 4621 673 

221 
239 
220 

V.-204 

""24l 
257 
274 
260 

968 
1065 

968 
797 

1024 
1026 
1012 

933 

eos other 
than v/or-
kers( '00) 

employees 
C O O ) 

5992 
6282 
6402 
5964 

5194 
5034 
5950 
6161 

m i 

6961 
7196 
6994 
7213 

7543 
7141 
7510 
7050 

961 
928 

1060 
1115 

1338 
1574 
1724 
1510 

1471 
1526 
1465 
1563 

1430 
1535 
1618 
1759 

( 1 3 ) 

7 362 
7557 
8046 
8735 

9130 
9602 
9572 
9 0 7 a 

3432 
3722 
8459 
3786 

0970 
3726 
9127 
3309 



T;.ELi (a-2.0) 8 pRINCIPiUi CHaEaCTSHISTI^S FOR iILL IIJIXEA 

njRiwG i960 TO 1976 

ALL IN.JtJ3TRÎ 3 
'Yta'i'5%a*̂ cs jSraolu- Value ProductivcQ'";'ag3s Emolu- Value Produotivo .•' Uagos -inoluM Value Productive 

GU^LUi SSCTOE J?ACTORy" SECTOR 
monts added. capital^ men-fcs added Capital mcnt; s added c,'_ i-;atal 

(If.) (1..) (Hŝ orci (Ra.) (Ha.) 
( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) (4)t''t:..; ( 5 ) ( 6 ) (7) (9) ( 10) ( 1 1 ) ( 1 2 ) (13 
i960 1325 1656 064 20001 701 704 142 279 1200 1479 1006 22̂ -0 
1961 1413 1757 9 '̂'j 2374 G04 094 151 354 1304 1600 1139 272G 
1962 1530 1922 1116 3437 ^ 013 151 3^ 1400 1731 1267 3766 
1963 16O& 20 3'" 1295 4075 G54 963 164 335 1476 1045 1459 4410 
1964 i6:.4 21G5 1504 5276 90G 1032 16G •325 1562 2002 1672 5601 

J9f^5 1u62 2265 1700 6445 9G4 r^2 17G 336 1735 209 1 1G7G 67G1 
19 6G 2O44 2199 1:32 7601 1115 1274 217 T-f 1G^7 2301 2049 G129 
1967 2261 27C3 IC99 G32G I1C7 13G1 214 470 2091 2551 2113 G79G 
19 60 2429 3105 2067 9006 1259 1435 23G 604 2224 2G08 2305 9 6 I G 

1969 3230 2467 9934 1353 1559 30G 617 2357 a? 3 6 2775 10551 

19 70 2L'09 3:>49 2 009 •. 10991 1297 1591 340 017 2553 3209 3149 ^^•JJ.J 

19 71 29 3139 11993 1497 172;:: 299 652 2762 346G 3420 126^, 
19 73 3716 4770 4130 14326 1796 217^ • , •AU 1016 3364 4294 4594 ' '15342 
19 7̂^ 4237 5437 16697 1929 2426 5G6 1197 3G27 5077 6073 17'V94 
1975 4791 6103 5764 1̂ 944 2052 2466 615 1440 4301 5429 6379 203G4 
19 76 40 69 6147 6543 21713 2136 2552 744 14C7 4357 5470 72G7 23200 

ft 

\ 

Notes : 1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

No survey was conducted in 1972, 
Ihe wages in Cols. (2),f6) and (10) are the annual wages oei workers. 
The emoluments in Cols.(3) (/) & ii) are the annual emc4.,ments per employee 
The productive capital is the total of fixed capital and woiking capital. 
'•All industries" include those of manufacturing, electricity and na<5 
excluding Water Supply (Code 420), y d lu jbs 



T'̂ BLE (S.<^4.) : P R H i C I P l CHARACTtRISTICS FOR SELECTED STATES DURING 1 9 6 0 - . - . - , TO l 9 7 n _ - . 

ALL i rnUSTRIiS . ^ , _ 3 L U I - l ^ m 

Yc ^ r 

i n 
1 9 6 0 -
1 9 6 1 -
19 6 2 -
1 9 f) 3 -
1 9 5 4 -

1 9 6 5 -
1 9 0 0 -
1 9 0 7 -
1 9 6 8 -
1 9 6 9 -

1 9 7 0 -
1 9 7 1 - " 
1 9 7 3 -
1 9 7 4 -
1 9 7 5 -
1 9 7 5 -

Consus S e c t o r Sample S e c t o r F a c t o r y S e c t o r 

U i gt; EmGlu- Ualuc Pr^duc- UaQos 
mcnts added t i v o 

Rs c a p i t a l 
JRs)^ (Lakhs) (fa; L a k h s ) fe) 

( 3 ) U ) ^ ( 5 ) ( 6 ) 

1 6 1 7 
1 9 9 . 
1 9 2 P 
2 0 6 5 ' 
2 1 1 4 

2 2 7 7 
2 4 1 5 
2 6 B 5 

3 0 1 7 

3 4 4 1 
3G34 
4 2 3 0 
4 7 1 4 
5 5 0 9 
6 0 3 9 

2 3 0 2 
2 4 2 6 
241 3 
2 6 0 1 
2 7 3 4 

2 7 3 8 
2 9 3 0 
3 2 4 4 
3 5 3 8 
3 8 1 2 

4 3 2 8 
4 6 0 0 
5 6 4 6 
6 2 0 3 
6 8 9 7 
6 9 9 5 

6 0 5 0 
6 7 1 9 
8 4 3 7 
8 9 6 4 

1 0 5 2 6 

1 1 0 6 2 
1 3 4 7 1 
1 2 5 0 2 
1 2 9 1 3 
1 4 7 5 5 

1 6 6 8 2 
1 8 8 7 6 
2 0 1 3 6 
3 6 7 5 4 
4 7 8 8 7 
3 7 3 8 R 

2 5 5 4 3 
2 7 1 8 5 
2 8 9 B 6 
3 3 4 , 0 5 
3 6 9 6 2 

5 5 0 2 1 
6 1 5 9 0 
7 3 1 3 4 
7 6 8 8 4 
7 6 5 5 0 " 

8 7 5 2 9 
9 6 1 0 7 

1 1 3 7 0 2 
1 2 2 0 1 6 
2 3 5 8 8 3 
2 5 3 3 1 2 

5 9 5 
6 8 5 
6 7 2 
7 3 1 
7 1 2 

7 8 3 
8 4 1 
9 3 6 

1 0 3 1 
1 1 2 9 

1 0 9 1 
1 2 7 7 
f 1 8 7 
21 6 7 
1 9 5 0 
1 0 7 5 

Ua ge Cmolu- UalUQ P r o d u c -
monts added t i u e 

(RS) c a p i t a l 
(Rs) - (Lakhs) (RsL^^khs) (Rg) 

- ^ T t T - ^ — ( o i ( 9 ) M o T 

Emolu
ment 3 

Value 
added 

(R.) 
M . . ( L a k h s 
Z I l l ) . ( 1 2 

P r o d u c 
t i v e 
c a p i t a l 
JHs L.-khs) 
- H I I I Z 

6 7 9 
7 1 9 
7 3 9 
7 9 7 
7 8 0 

6 5 9 
9 4 3 

1 0 G 4 
1 1 6 5 
1 2 8 3 

1 2 4 8 
1 4 3 2 
3 3 0 6 
4 3 0 8 
2 2 2 5 
231 2 

4 3 1 
5 9 1 
6 5 3 
4 9 1 
5 2 6 

4 1 5 " 
5 2 2 
5 50 
3 2 8 
7 4 8 

71 8 
6 9 4 
2 6 3 4 
1 0 2 9 
1 9 6 1 
1 9 5 3 

8 2 1 
1 3 2 : ^ , 

I d 5 9 f n 
1 2^^^-?' ' 

1 5 3 9 
1 5 7 9 ^ 
1 561 
1 7 6 9 
2 4 1 8 

2 3 5 6 • 
2 2 9 8 
5 3 3 1 
3 ^ 8 7 

1 4 4 7 4 
5 8 0 9 

1 6 6 4 
1 8 4 7 
1 7 7 1 
1 9 0 3 
1 9 5 6 

2 1 0 9 
2 2 0 7 
2 4 8 5 
2 6 7 9 
2 7 6 5 

3 1 4 8 
3 3 8 6 
3 9 4 9 
4 4 1 5 
5 1 1 8 
5 5 6 5 

2 1 0 9 
2 2 2 7 
2 2 1 1 
2 3 8 2 
2 5 1 5 

2 5 4 0 
2 6 7 9 
3 0 1 6 
3 3 0 0 
3 5 1 6 

3 9 5 7 
4 2 7 4 
5 3 3 2 
5 9 7 5 
6 3 0 5 
5 4 7 4 

6 4 8 1 
7 3 1 0 
9 1 0 0 
9 4 5 5 

1 1 0 5 2 

1 2 2 7 7 
t 3 9 9 3 
1 3 0 6 2 
1 3 4 4 1 
1 5 5 0 3 ' 

1 7 4 0 0 
1 9 5 7 0 
2 2 7 7 0 
3 7 7 8 3 
4 9 8 4 8 
3 9 3 4 1 

2 6 3 6 4 
2 6 5 1 3 
3 0 3 0 7 
3 4 4 6 4 
381 98 

Q 6 0 6 0 
6 3 1 6 9 
7 4 6 9 5 
7 8 6 5 3 
7 8 9 6 8 

6 9 8 8 5 
9 6 4 0 5 

1 1 6 0 3 3 
1 2 5 7 0 3 
2 5 0 3 5 7 
2 6 9 1 2 1 

NOTES : 1 , i\l3 s u r v e y u^s c o n d u c t e d in 1 9 7 2 - 7 3 
2 . The uaqcS In C o l s ( 2 ) , ( 5 ) and ( l O ) a r c the annual u^gos per uorkcr 
3 • The nmnlumcnts i n C e l s ( 3 ) , ( 7 ) and ( l l ) 3re t h e annual em:!urn n t s p e r employee 
4 . The p r - v l u c t i u c c a p i t a l i s the t o t a l c f f i x e d C 3 p i t 3 l and w o r k i n g c a p i t a l 
5. " A l l i n d u s t r i e s " i n c l u d e t h o s e o f m a n u f a c t u r i n g , e l e c t r i c i t y and g a s 

e x c l u d i n g Water S u p p l y (Code 4 2 0 ) , 



TABLE (A.2.2) : PRINCIPAL CHARACTERISTICS FOR SELECTED STUES DURING 1960-^. TO 1976.'*"-

.̂1 L INDUSTRIES ST ;TE : GU3,-,RAT 

Y o n r 

19f0-
19f 1-
19e2-
196 3-
19f4-

C n H s u s S e c t o r S a m o l e S e c t o r F a c t o r y S e c t o r 

1 580 
1530 
1 641 
1705 
1874 

Emol u-
mcn t s 

n ^ 

V a l u e 
a ddnd 

(Rs) 
( t a k h s ) 

E E I 

P r o d u c 
t i v e 
c a p i t a 1 
(fe L a k h s )  

(5) 

Ua ge E m o l u -
mon t s 

V a l u e 
a ddod 

(Rs) 
( L a k h s 

1846 
1821 
1966 
2048 
2292 

8803 
10073 
973B 

10873 
1 1 910 

14797 
10841 
25364 
31701 
34109 

(6) ^ Z l 

747 
817 
878 
866-
,942 

809 
878 
921 
923 
979 

P r s d u c -
t i uo 
C a p i t a l 
(Rs L a k h s ) 

1838 
1 "28 
1397 
1588 
1765 

Ua ge Emulu- V a l u o P r o d u c -
m - n t s a d d e d tK^c 

(RS) c a p i t a l 
, - M _ , (Rs) ( U a k h s ) (fc L a k h s ) 

(9) ClO) (11) (12) (T3) 
4062 
5357 
4137 
3440 
3335 

1419 
1409 
1505 
1 547 
1710 

1 639 
1 655 
17 58 
1826 
2045 

10641 
1 2001 
11135 
1 2461 
13695 

1 88 5 9 
241 98 
29501 
35141 
37444 

1965-
196 6-
196 7-
1968-
1969-

1 970-
1971-
1973-
1974-
197-5-
1976--^ 

2059 
2323 
2093 
2655 
2672 
2781 
2939 
3 028 
4141 
4584 
4 54 8 

2330 
2650 
3074 
3223 
3149 
2363 
3 49 6 
431 G 
5125 
5544 
5 548 

14089 
1 5325 
1 6535 
16767 
20330 
23994 
25062 
3G117 
53098 
50143 
59877 

39799 
45483 
51463 
65506 
52454 

1000 1035 1892 
1006 1 148* 2''19 
117B 1316 3301 
1 274 1 361 , 3485 
1350 ' 3780 
1357 1488* 4781 
1461 1602 3520 

10 3461 Mss»3M 792 2006 5951 
1732 2017 781 3 

r5?325 1924 2233 6952 
176442 2130 2456 8853 

67620 
77763 

3224 
4378 
5406 
6259 
6800 

6 5 ^ 
11650 
14454 
16378 
'20396 

1890 
2103 
2365 
2339 
2383 
2463 
2632 
3216 
3599 
4029 
4006 

2110 
2363 
2714 
2776 
2760 

2879 
30B5 
3777 
4391 
4617 
4031 

1598'! 
17544. 
19036* 
20252.. 
24110 

2G775 
28582 
44068 
6091 1 
57095 .. 
60730 . 

43023 
49861 
56869 
72765 
69254 

74 9 39 
80375 

145117 
4702C5 
166703 
1-9 68 3 6 

NOTES :1.M̂  Gurv/ny u a s c - j n d u c t c d i n 
2. Ihc u a g c s i n c o l s (2), 
3. Th? o m a l u m e n t s i n c a l s 
4. J ho o r o d u c t i y e c a c i t a l 5 

1972-73 
and d o ) 
(7) and 

i s t h e t o t o l 
III a r e t h e a n n u a l u a g c s p e r u o r k c r 

( l 1 ) a r e t h e a n n u a l e m o l u m e n t s o e r e m p l o y e e 
of f i x e d c a o i t a l and w o r k i n g c a p i t a l . 

"All industries" include these of manufacturing, electricity and s a s excluding Water Supply (Code 420). 



Table (A .2 .3 ) : P R I N C I P A L 

ALL INDUSTRIES 
;HARA3TERISTIC3 FCR SELECTED STATES DURING 1963 -To 1976 -

S T A T E : MAHARASHTRA 

:ensus :TCR SAf '̂iPLE SECTOR FACTORY SECTOR 

•'age Er.clu-. Value Pr o d u c t - Wa-e Err.olu-- Value Product-- "7a-:e Ernolu-. Value Pr odu-•'age 
n-.ents added iyer-

(̂ .̂) 
rr.e nts add.'-d RT;ents added ctiva," 

( : : . ) (Rs.) ̂  C H o i t a l (̂ .̂) (Fs.) c a p i t a l (^sO (HsJ (Hs.) cao"! t a l 
(lakhs) (F,.lakhs) ( l a k h s ) (Rs, l a k h s ) 

(^sO (HsJ 
dak' 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) (3) (5) ( 6 ) (7) ^ ( s ) (9y (10) (11 ) ( 1 2 ) (13) 

1960 1648 23834 47404 728 831 3030 5^39 1455 1774 26S64 53343 
19''1 1745 ?137 26640 53720 977 1057 3367 0212 1618 1958 30007 61932 
1962 1^85 2433 30946 64936 938 1027 3528 6347 1803 : i86 34474 71783 
1963 209r 2500 34195 73163 1071 1194 3965 7203 • 1938 2377 33160 85371 
19^4 2451 275^ 38432 91384 1102 1343 3989 6704 2ii4- 2602 42421 98088 

196 5 2374 r 9 i 42525 105084 1 "̂ 5 1398 4179 6614 2235 2698 46704 111698 
i9e6 2665 3270 46627 124849 1362 I 6 0 ; 5039 10797 2462 3003 51666 135646 
19f 7 7913 364C 50382 134367 1398 1304 4844 8706 2691 3355 55226 143073 
19(8 3102 4074 55484 152200 i486 1792 4590 , 11461 2867 3737 60174 163651 
I9r9 3249 4128 67395 171843 1607 1030 6666 12313 2982 3773 74061 184156 

IQVO 3532 '• 4523 *77165 •199096 1685 . 2040 7194 ..13817 . 3216 4103 S4359 212913 
1971 3731 4771 37932 •• 207696V ̂  1803 . 2159 6256 12916 3474 4418 941S.8 220612 
1973 4699 6 0 0 1 112736 .266944 2155 2677 11261 22913 4277 5448 123997 2393^.7 
1974 5159 7041 144946 303260 2670 3330 14189 2971^ 4749 6413 159135 332972 
1975 5854 7721 141359 307658 2691 3373 15667 31641 5260 6909 157026 339299 1Q76 6088 7302 160541 367366 2736 3471 i66?8 31612 5408 7093 1 7 7 i ( ; 399478 

NOTE: >-tJ 1. 
2, 
4. 
5. 

r!o survey was conducted in 1972-73. 
The wages in cols. ( 2 ) , ( 6 ) and (iO) axe the annual wages per worker 
The emoluments in cols ( 3 ) , ( 7 ) and (11) are the annual emoluments per emioloyee 
The productive capital is the total of fi'_-xed capital and working capital 
•'All industries'' include those of manufacturing, electricity and gas 
excluding Y/ater Suoply (Code 420 ) , 



TABLE (fs.'IJ^) : PRINCIPAL CM A R "-.CTERI ST IC3 FOR 

ALL UJPUSTHIES 

SaECTEO 3 T U E 3 DURING 1960- = .' TO 1970.-"̂ ^̂  
STATE : TAHIL ADU 

:a r 

I T T 

CrnaOn S e c t o r S a m o l o Sn".:tor F a c t o i y S n c t ' j r 

u/ago 1 m 31 u -
mrnt 3 

V a l u e Pr:-^du- iJage 
a d d e d c t i u o 

(Rs) c a p i t a l 

u/,?. ge E m r l u - I'a-ii o P r o d u n -
mePtd a ddod t i u o 

(pg) c a p i t a l 
life 1. (L nkiis )..(PsJ^ai<i>s_)„_.„„^fel 
1 1 1 ToT 

E m o l u - V a l u e P r o d u o -
m r n t g adi.' .d t i u o 

(Ps) c a n i t a l 
i U - i k h s ) (R; L n k h s ) 

M I Ii 

1 0 60- 1 21 0 1 4 8 2 6 1 7 7 10 696 6-.2 585 16 37 2 7 5 2 1040 1231 • r n i ^ 13440 
14 57 1 7 4 3 8060 1 4 5 5 4 744 7 7 7 1 75 3 26 73 127P 1 4 9 7 9013 1 7 4 2 7 

1 9 6 2 - ' 1 5 5 3 1 904 9010 1 9 6 4 7 625 90 6 214 9 3 7 2 3 1 372 1 64 7 1 1 1 5 9 23370 

. 1629 2028 1D060 2 5 1 7 9 761 351 1960 3704 1 4 2 2 1 7 3 0 1 20 46 26I/O 3 
1 rJ64- 1 643 2100 120PB 41R39 029 9 21 1962 3321 1 4 8 3 1 6 6 2 1 4790 4 5 1 6 0 

19r>5- • 10:32 21 h i 1 4950 51 791 956 1 0 5 0 2 1 1 8 3905 1 076 1 9 7 4 1 70 66 5 5 6 9 7 
1 0 6 0 - 1 9 55 2374 1 5 5 6 0 66200 1 0 2 1 1 1 5 9 3106 4683 1 7 8 7 21 39 1G666 70663 
1 9 6 7 - 2 1 4 5 ' 2 6 1 5 176G8 7 4 6 4 2 1 109 12£r^ 2457 4 940 1961 2360 2 0 1 4 5 7 5 5 6 2 
1 9 68- 2 2 5 5 2 7 4 5 1 9 0 0 5 7 5 8 5 9 10 -'1 1 320 2 6 7 7 5232 1 987 2445 21 602 El 091 
1 9 5 9 - 235:5 2 9 1 5 22634 928 32 1 2 0 7 1 4 5 7 34 06 5 015 2 1 4 7 2445 26242 964 48 

1 9 7 0 - 2 5 7 9 •3201 26960 1 0 7 8 1 0 1240 1 4 7 1 3983 7042 2282 261 2 30 943 1 14052 
1 9 7 1 - 203 4 330 8 2 9 1 5 2 1 1 7 0 6 8 1 3 3 4 1 5 2 8 2999 5076/ff^i/ 2409 29 94 3 2 1 5 1 1 2 2 7 4 6 
1 9 7 , 5 - -U5b 434!J 3 7 6 2 7 1 2 4 4 1 7 1 5 5 3 16 85 5621 XX76 43248 1 3 4 6 5 3 
1 9 7 4 - * 4268 5339 50599 1 3 8 6 7 2 1 6 67 2 2 1 0 7 1 2 6 306^? 3*6 65 4609 5 7 7 2 5 1 6 9 3 4 4 
1 9 7 5 ^ 4580 582 6 4 9 7 6 0 158120 1066 2047 4 64 3 1 0 4 4 1 4 1 6 3 5 1 5 3 54403 1 0 8 5 6 2 
1 9 7 6 - 461 5 5649 62392 1 7 7 5 0 4 1 9 1 2 2405 651 2 1 1960 41 66 5 1 0 7 60 90 4 1 6 9 4 6 4 

NOTES 1 . No s u r v e y u a s c a n d u o t e d i n 1 9 7 2 - 7 3 
2 . The u a n a s i n c o l s ( 2 ) , ( U ) and ( l O ) arf: t h e a n n u a l u a g o s n o r u r k - . r 
3 . The cm :lumen^3 ^^,i3 (3^^ ( 7 ) n̂̂ n ( n ) ^j.^;, t h e a n n u a l em-lurnnpOs p e r c m p l c y o c 
4 . The p r o d u c t i v e c a n i t a l i s th-'^ t o t a l r-f f i x e d c a ; , " i t a i '̂ :nH u o r k l n ^ j c a o i t a l . 
5 
^' "All industries" include those of manufacturing, electricity an. 

excluding Water Supply (Code 420), 
^ gas 



p i m C I P;,L CHARACTERISTICS'FOR SELECTED STATES DURING ig50-'>| TO 

' ,L ' ST 1 IE Ul ra-: PR ",0E3H 

Yc ar 

i n 

Census 5 r. c t:." r 't Sampio Sector Factory Sector 
Wage Em-jlu- Value Pr:;du-

mcnts a d c d c t i v e 
(rO caoital • 

J (Lakhs) (fe Lakh) (RS ) 

Errnlu- Value Pr"duc-
msnts added tiue 

(RS) capital 
(Lakhs) (Ps lakhs) 

( e ) (9) 

Uage Em'jlu-
mcn t s 
(Rs) 
fin 

Wai^c Pr'duc-
a d - i c d tiue • 

(RS) capital 
(Lakhs) (fe Lakhs  

"TTD" (13) 

VJGO-
1961-
1 952-
196 3-
1 964-

1 9 6 5-
1 956-
1957-
n6C-
1 9 69-

1970--
1971- ,• 
1973-
1974- • 
1975-
197 6-

1 144 1357 5572 13418 844 795 • 2198 1007 
1205 1424 6262 16758 7-78 884 741 • 3015 1 139 
131 6 1571 6256 17370 820 895 929 2277 1237 
135C 16 32 7456 20820 816 •877 J •8 61 • 2324 1271 
1536 1G65 0954 301 16 930 T024 ' 952 ; 2614 1546 

1 674 19 37 1 1446 
^ ' 

49236 935 10 36 iqoo ' 2432 1562 
17C7 2021 108 69 6D914 1126 1255 3171 * 3044 1 690 
2 01 4 2274 9010 67D95 1234 1342 1605 3531 1864 
2166 2504 13717 76365 1343 1 435 ' 1523 ^ 3904 2005 
2 24 6 2615 1 730P 90308 1310 1458; 1 947 4 995 2061 
2401 29 G'-' 18 790. 11ZG2 0 13 04 

1 
-1 476 2032 •• 5436 2262 

263L 324G 18107 127413, 1 362 1589 3Cfc6 * 6111 '2419 
2-.'48 4070 26270 159833 1674 1991 3393 '9172 2703 
3404 4900 35450 187119 1 636 3272 3815 9850 .̂>3152 
392 9 4923 37292 205904 1 553 196i 3908 1 0035 { .1509 
3794 475E 48557 140946 1848 20 63 59g9 12122 

1274 
1341 
.1462 
1518 
.1737 

1790 
1902 
2092 
2292 
2382 

2700 
2956 
,3659 
4604 
4302 
4273 

6368 
700 3 
7185 
8317 
9 90 5* 

1 2446 
1 2240 
10615 
15 340 
1 9255 

20622 
21 193 
29571 
39265 
41200-
53646 

15616 
1 9773 
1 9647 
23144 
4073Q 
516̂ 'G 
6395G 
70 62 5 
CC269. 

• 95303 
1 16255 
133524 
15900 5 
196979 , 
216740 
1 5 30 66 

NOTES : 1. Uz survey uas conducted in 1972-73 . 
2. The Maoos in c'-'ls (2) , (5) and (lO) arc 
3. The cmftiufflonts in cols (3), (7) a n d (l1 ) 
4. Th.- r̂rr. Huctivc capital is the t-tal of fixed capital and uorking ca.-.dtal. 

''5. "All industries" include those of manufacturing, electricity and gas 
excluding Water Supply (Code 420). 

the annuel u'agos per uorkar 
arc the annual emoluments per employee 



T A P L e ( A,2j-€) : ORinCI^-i l CTE RI ST ICS F OH SELECTED STUES DURlklG I960- ' TO 1 j76 

A L L IIMDUSTiaES 

Y e a r 

C r n s U s S e c t o r S a m p l e S o c t - T 

•an ~ 
E m c l u - U i l u o P r : : d u e -

m c ' . n t s g d r J p d t i u g 

(Rs) • c a p i t a l 

• J a Q c E m l u - U a l u o 

( L ^ k h s ) (Rs L-3khs) 
H I 

P r e ; d u c -

t iVG 
cgni t3l 

^96Q' 1330 1731 1 J313 43522 030 97t 
1 G 1 S 2C342 51936 931 . 1116 

1162. 15 2t" 1972 2-5 205 75645 893 • 1034 
1562 2n69 29624 07070 939 1292 

19 64- 1740 2309 33032 101674 1053 1265 
1965- 1915 2377 3544g^ ̂ -1 74797 1116 1 390 

207 2592 0-4955 141156 1190 1445 
1 9G7- 2252 f014 35375 149369 1305 1553 
1 -̂ 63- 2546 32 6C: 335E7 129987 141 1 1709 
19 69- J 2:24 SCOL 37036 147976 1503 10 39 
1970-- 3145 397? 39567 150456 1591 1 945 
1 J71-. 34 r 'J 43 34 462Q5 161141 1700 2092 VJ73-V 5431 5GG24 147612 2239 2042 
1974-^ 5rM9 •3394 7254G 162909 3554 3241 1975- . 1 5641 6964 7C6C5 109218 2271 2979 197f- . 5C51 73cg 02266 204793 2470 3100 

a d rJ r d 

( L - > k h s ) (Rs L r ^ k h s ) ( r . 

(8) (9) " T I O ' 

F a c t j p y S e c t o r 

1459 
1590 
1619 
1940 
?n30 

'20 62 
2 5C2 
2114 
2354 
3224 

3373 
3220 
4r;03 
6332 
6359 
5034 

3473 
4121 
360 r 
• 3059 
4015 
4235 
551,9 
5300' 
6044 
6560 

6105 
540 6 
99 44 
11679 
11765 
10400 

1294 
1355 
1471 
1522 
•1678 
10 53 
199 6 
2170 
^ 2 4 
2672 
2970 
3343 
39 91 
4754 
5305 
5520 

E m o l u -

m 3 n t s 

1650 
1745 
1084 
1997 
220 0 
2295 
2400 
2705 
3009 
3 39 2 

3740 
41 31 
5136 
5023 
5522 
6935 

3 d d c ri 

(rO 
( L n k h R / 

20 77 2 
31940 
26 0 24 
31564 
35052 
37510 
37537 
374D9 
35941 
41 060 

42940 
49425 
61627 
70070 
85044 
08100 

P r o d u c -

t i c o 

C 3 p i t ^ l 

(Rs L a k h s ) 

46995 
•55055 
79333 
90929 
105689 

129032 
14rr.75 
150757 
136031 
154536 
156561 
156627 
157556 
1745i:G^ 
20Q9f3 
215273 

NOTES 1 . 
2, 
3. 
4. 
5. 

s u r v e y 

The: u a g c 3 
T h o r m n i u n i 

T h : -

"/-Il 

U T S C D n d u c t c d 
i n e l s (2), 

. n t s i n c D l 

r I ' i u c t i l ^ a : a o i t ^ 

industries" include 

:cd i n 

3 (3) 
i l is 

excluding V/ator Supply ( C o d e 420). 

1072-73 
- i n d ( l & ) ^ T o t h e a n n u a l S a ^ e s 
, ( 7 ) a n d ( 1 1 ) a r o t h e a n n u a l 

t h o t 3 t T l o f f i x o d c a p i t i l a n d 

t h o s e 

p e r w o rkcT 
e m o l u m e n t s p t r e m p l o y e e 
u " r k i n g c a p i t a l • 

of manufacliuring, electricity and gas 



TABLoJ (.1. ) I Kixmu CAPITAL, WDIKING OAPITAIj AND 
DEPRIiClATIOH BY 3ECT0H3 

c ^ i t r " " C a p i t a l 
ue-p reci-
ation 

Fi3ted 
Ca'oital 
(51 

V/orking 
Capital 
7 T ^ 

FACTORY 

ALL n r o i A 

Bep reci-
ation 
~JTT~ 

ca'oital 
-JW-. 

Woikin/̂ -
c ait) i tal a"'̂ ion 

19 6C 12S7 - 7 l4 104 164 115 12 1451 829 116 
19 o1 1474 900 127 208 146 17 1682 1046 . 144 
1962 2320 1117 189 170 159 14 2490 I27v 203 
19f̂ 3 2734 - IS 1 Z%12 1̂ 3 172 14 2947 1463 226 

19 379 7 1479 253 164 161 15 S 6 l 1640 270 
1965 4656 - 17&9 302 176 160 16 4832 1949 318 
19 66 5628 2053 356 227 221 20 3355 2274 376 
•!9 67 2 1 ^ 408 256 214 22 6445 2353 'r30 

1968 69 7B 2028 452 361 243 29 7 3 5 2271 481 
19 £^ 7^92 -342 513 347 270 38 79 3? 2612 351 
1970 '3J24 2667 566 428 389 38 8752 3056 604 

19 71 3781 •3244 635 362 290 37 9 114 3530 571 

1973 10185 4141 711 5+6 470 57 10731 4611 768 
19 7-h 11310 3387 771 582 615 62 11^2 6002 833 

19 7S 1 3240 5704 873 748 692 11 139 S3 6396 952 
1976 6365 790 &)1 83 16138 7062 1067 

E 



TABLE ( A . 3 - 1 ) : FIaSP CJ^PITAL, WOKCIWG G A P i m Al'iD 

PKPIGCIATIOK BY 3ECT0H3 

ALL INmaTRIES 

year 

" T T T 

STATS! Blll.ut 

Fixed '.rjrking Depreci^^-Fixed Woifcing 
capital C a p i t a l ation _ capital capital 

2) ^3) 
; i o n c a p i t a l c a p i t , 
( 4 ) T s ) - f a -

Depreci
ation 

z n i z 

(Values in F'S* laJch.;̂) 
FACTOSr 

Fixed. 
C a p i t a l 

r 5 i 

V/o iking 
C a p i t a l 
III 

Lap reci-
ation 
(• 10} 

19 60 1SI797 5746 1611 654 ' ' 16167 54 20451 5913 
1961 20323 Cu63 2301 • 44.^3 55 21197 7316 
1962 219 «̂ 1 7005 2253 621 694 42 2252G 7779 

^963 2449 G&07 2145 623 436 39 25121 9343 
1964 26674 1027^ 1942 696 550 41 27370 IOG23 
1965 42671 12350 2500 959 69Q . 71 43630 13030 

1966 .3^51 2O35 G15 764 61 44666 1G503 
1967 17^4? 3530 910 651 79 56199 1G496 
19 60 ^7073 19- '̂11 ' 3566 955 0i4 79 5O02J 20625 

1969 56035 20? 15 S 3 5 1404 1014 120 57439 21529 
19 70 66517 21012 4275 93G 14lG 126 67455 22430 
1971 72i6[i 2^39 4740 

• 
1267 1031 114 724^3 249 70 

1973 7961G 330 34 4059 2O76 2455 276 G2494 3 5 5 ^ 
19 74 77063 44953 53G5 1776 1911 226 73GS 46G64 
19 75 172424 63459 7699 3C42 10632 233 176266 74091 

1976 19 7420 65 "04 9541 2075 2934 266 200303 6CC1C 

1665 
2356 
2295 

21G4 
19 G3 
2651 

2946 
3599 
3645 

4055 
4401 
4054 

5135 
5611 
7932 

9 007 



t ; : b l e ( a . 3 . 2 ) 1 f i x e d c . - ^ ' I t a l , ^^iKiiJo c a p i t a l and 
DEPil^-IiVnON BY 3JCT0RS 

AJiL IKDU3TRIE3 

FACTORY 

GUJA^iAT 

Yoar 
Capital 

working 
capital 

Deproci-
ation 

Fixed •. 
Capital 

Working 
capital 

Doprcci-
ation 

Fixed 
Capital 

Woiking 
Capital 

D:̂p rcci-
atioo' 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 } ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 7 ) | 3 ) ( 9 ) ( 10} 

19 CO 
1961 
1962 

95-3 
1222 J 
16960 

5 2 1 4 
6 6 1 3 
3396 

912 
1143 
1369 

2401 
2 9 4 3 
2175 

1661 
2 4 1 4 
1962 

126 
2 04 
164 

119 34 
I 5 l 7 l 
19 143 

6375 
9 P 2 7 

10353 

10 33 
J427 
1533 

1963 
196.; 
1965 

22739 
25076 
30052 

^ 1 2 
9 0 3 3 
9 747 

1629 
2190 
2266 

1540 
1614 
1652 

1900 
1721 
1572 f 

204 
140 

: ; ; 1 4 6 

24329 
26690 
31704 

IO012 
10754 
11319 

1333 
2330 , . 
2 : 1 2 ^ 

S33 
3563 
3910 

1967 
19 

34526 
;o3 i i 
56106 

10957 
10652 
IO4OO 

2743 
3312 
3536 

19 72 
2725 
3693 

2406 
2 6 3 i 
2566 

19 5 
25̂ ^ 
374 

36493 
4 3 5 3 6 
59 799 

1 3 3 6 3 
13333 
12966 

1333 
2330 , . 
2 : 1 2 ^ 

S33 
3563 
3910 

1969 
19 70 
1971 

4 9 0 4 -
93:>14 
59^^27 

13406 
14306 
l 3 i 5 6 

3930 
433J 
4 7 2 6 

3303 • 
4 1 3 3 

5 6 9 6 

3 9 2 
3136 
2396 

656 
417 
5 3 7 

5 2 0 5 6 
5 7 4 4 7 
6 5 3 2 3 

16398 
17492 
2 1 0 5 2 

4636 
; 3 0 5 

.,5313 
19 73 
19 7-; 
19 75 

757 

122616 

27731 
360241 
S 7 C 9 

6110 
7022 
3 4 3 3 

6 3 0 3 
GOO2 

369 3 

4353 
6 4 5 2 
76O5 

7 5 3 
336 
9 4 6 

3 2 5 3 3 
1 0 ^ 9 2 
131309 

• 32534 
36669 3 
37^4 

6u6C 
7 3 5 3 
9 379 

19 7̂ - î -̂ î -; 33273 10676 9 7 2 0 1094 14^340 4 7 9 9 3 9 9 3 3 
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T.iBLI. (A . 3 -5 ) i FIXiiD C ; ^ i m , VmCIUG CAPITAL AJTD 
DUiPHJClATION BY ô -CTORS 

ALL I.-MUSTIlIIi:^ STAT3! UTTAR PiU^SII 
Values: Rs. lakhs) 
FACTORY 

Year Fixed 
Capital 

"forking 
capital 

D -.preci-" 
at ion 

Fixed 
Capital 

Woiking Depreci-
trapital ation 

- Fixed 
Capital 

V/o Iking 
capital 

Dep reci-
ation • 

(1) (2) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) (5) (6) ( 7 1 . ( 3 ) I:) (10) 
19 60 
1961 
1962 

337J 
9467 

10452 

5045 
7291 
6913 

^ 3 
679 
879 

1437 
2105 
1310 

761 
910 
967 

101 
141 

110 

9810 
11572 
11762 

5006 
O201 
7335 

794 
320 
9 ^ 

1963 
19 64 
1965 

12̂  oa 
30237 
^S90 

7332 
7̂ 79 
9246 

1290 
1415 
1763 

1332 
1571 
1352 

992 
1043 
1030 

96 
166 
114 

14320 
3l30o 
41342 

38 24 
3922 

10326 

1306 
1531 
1877, 

1966 
1967 
I960 

47305 
5333^ 

63030 

13109 
13263 
13335 

1375 
21 
2603 

1753 
1933 
2343 

12O6 
1543 
1561 

171 
191 
2l3 

49563 
55315 
65373 

1455 
14311 
14S96 

2046 s 
23251 • 
2021 

1969 
1970 
19 71 

75149 
9 3^35 

101635 

15159 

25773 

^ 7 3 
4029 
4623 

2O16 
2960 
3397 

2199 
2476 
2714 

266 
232 

362 

77965 
96395 

105032 

17333 
21361 
2349 2 

3 2 5 
4311 
4935 

1973 
19 74 
19 75 

122325 
141409 
167643 

37503 
45710 
33261 

5437 
6550 
72O2 

5157 
5610 
6290 

4015 
4250 
4546 

495 
534 
603 

127432 
147619 • 
175 33 

41523 
49960 
42807 

59 02 
70 04 
7335 

19 76 9 3).^"' 47003 3177 6734 5338 625 100672 5 2 5 6 3G02 
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cO CO •5-
CM -"O irwD 

T- CO T-

T-' CM ON 

CO CA 
^ CO 
ON On 
ON ON 

t- ^ CO LTN 
U 1 Ll ̂  Ll 1 V-
C— CO LTN T-
V- CO 

1- «o r—NO 
CM V3 CO O 
LTN T- o NO 

T- OJ CM CO 

o ! 'N ^ 
CO Q 'On Cn 

^ OJ 
MJ NO VO 'vO 
On CTn On ON 

- 1 0 2 -

CM Lr̂  ' r l - T~ 
0-,'X» CO ON 

••-NO NO o-

CM 1^ OJ 
1^ CV ifN C— 

'.-f -J-

C ? N ^ 2 . 
\o m •̂ -
NO Li-N ON 
CJ ̂ jd o 

• CO o o 

CO . -̂ t CO 
ON o NO !r\ ri- ON CM CO 

O <M 
" h C J t— 

CO CM C--ND 
1- CO CO OJ 

LTi LfN CO NO 
C\ ON 
CTv CO CM OJ 

Qv, •.̂J CO 

ltnmd no 

LTN O 
O N ^ 

O CNf *^ 
CO ^ S-\ 
^ CM O o\ 
T- o ^ -i-

'•+- lO\ C I CO 

o -^i-^ O 
r—CO c^ o 

LTNNO r— 
\0 NO NO ^ 
On O. ON 

\o •^co r— 
LOi r— On ^ 
t - c o LfN r--c— ir— c- ir— 

• ^ N O RO ON 
- O <~n -.^ 
CO [ ^ N O 
^ f- o 

o o -̂ CO 
in o OJ 

o o o o 

uA OJ 

VO r— 
1^ LTN t — 

r— fNj o r~-
OJ 1^ 1^ CM 

CO NO CO CM 
O CO T t -

O t~— 
r n - -n CO 

\0 CM -rt ' 'O 
ro :m 

CO tTN OJ \o r— c- I— 

IfN CM T-
O C3N 

•V- LfN l?N 
CM 1- CO 
.•^ 

ITN CM 
-J-

CM -1 LCNMD 
- H- C— NO 
CO - f - ' r ^ 
t~-N;5 
On O O O 

NO ̂  c— r-
C7N CTN On CTn 

CM CM CM CO 
•-i- CO CO 
CO NO ' ^ ON 

t - - D ON 

O LL'N c^'NO 
CO O 

CM ITN 
OJ O -rf-ND \0 C - C O CO 

\0 o c— 
CO lTNNO md 
r n 1- CO 
in NO CO 
,-TN O •r- CM 

ON LTN ON 
LCN O ON 

•̂J- r-

NO r—to CM 
O ONir\ 
^ C7N C^nCO 
LTN NO NO LfN 

CO. CO r—CO 
NO CM 

r'') r— r— NO 
" t -J- '-i-

r O r- CO ON 
O OJ !>• 
On oo o 
NO C - C O ON 

Tt CO U-N ^ 
CM CO CM LfN 

NO *-+ " ^ " ^ 

NO 1^ r— o 

U A N O C^CO 

CO OJ ^ 

S~ ON CN] - d -

ON •'̂  CM 

r— r-
ON On CTn ON :3 



AFPStJDIX IV 

Table (3.1) : Estimates of annual wages of atricultural 
f;. labour households and all rural labour 

houGeholds in 1964-65 for the six selected 
States and All India. 

State0 Number of days of wage Average daily earn-
employment of men 1 / ingsof mc^n (b<;) 2 / 
Agricul ^"^-^ ^ " — 
tural 

tto- Total 
Agri
cultural 

(2) 121 (£i 

Agri
cult
ural 
oper-
^ation 

Non-
Agri
cultural 
opera
tion 

Aqriculti^ral labour households ( 1964-55 ) 
Bihar 192 25 . 217 1, 39 
Gujarat 257 33 290 1.47 
Maharashtra 224 29 253 1,47 
Tamil Nadu " lOO 23 203 1.39 
Uttar Pfadeoh 109 25 214 l.io 
West Pencil 259 34 293 I.31 

1.55 
1.63 
2.01 
1-53 
1.47. 
1.67 

All India 200 27 235 1.43 1.54 
All rural labo-T households ( 1964-65 ) 

v/ages 
for men 
(fis./annum) 
Col.2x5 
+ 

Col.3x6 

ill 

306 
432 
300 
205 
245 
526 
339 

Dihar 160 .43 213 1, 40 1.32 323 
Gujarat 226 64 290 1. 47 2.47 490 
Maharashtra 190 56 254 1. 46 2.22 413 
Tamil Nadu 161 46 207 1-39 2.24 327 
Uttar Pradesh 167 47 214 1. 11 1.59 265 
Vfest Bengal 22!3 65 •293 1. 01 2.07 547 

All indid 103 52 235 1. 41 1.30 355 

2/ 

All India breakdowns of total number of days of wag© 
employment (Col-4) in those in agricultural and non-
agricultural operation* (Cols.2 and 3) are obtained 
from Sunmary Report of RLE 1974-75. Since these break
downs are not available in this report or the Final 
Report of RLE, 1953-G5, the estimates for Cols-2 and 3 
for different States are obtained by using All India ratio. 
Source: Table 4.4, pages 33-3̂ i of Final Report 

RLE, 1963-65. 



T A B L E ( B . 2 ) E s t i m a t G G o f a n n u a l w a g e s o f r u r a l 

w e a k e r s e c t i o n i n 1 9 7 0 - ^ 7 1 f o r t h e 

s i x s e l e c t e d s t a t e . - , a n d A l l I n d i a 

R u r a l V T c a k e r S o ^ c t i o n ( 1 9 7 0 . - 7 1 ) 

S m a l l C u l t i v a t o r h o u s e h o l d s N o n - c u l t i v a t o r w a g e G a r n e r 
h o u s e h o l d s 

A v e r a g e I J o . o f W a g e s A v e r a g e N o . o f " f ^ a g e s 
d a i l y d a y s o f f o r ^ d a i l y d a y s o f f o r 
e a r n i n g s v / a g e m e n e a r n i n g s w a g e e m p - m e n 
p e r m a n e m p l o y  p e r m a n l o y m e n t ( R s . / 
d a y 1 / m e n t f o r a n n u m ) ' d a y 1 / 2 / a n n u m ) 

m e n 2 / 
a n n u m ) 

( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 7 ) 

I 3 i T i a r 1 - 9 2 2 0 1 3 0 6 • 1 . 9 0 2 0 2 4 0 0 

G u j a r a t 2 . 3 4 2 3 1 5 4 1 2 . 6 5 2 3 9 3 3 3 

M a h a r a s h t r a 2 . 0 0 2 3 9 4 9 7 2 . 1 3 . 2 3 9 5 0 9 

T a m i l N a d t l 2 . 1 5 1 G 7 3 5 9 2 . 1 6 1 7 3 3 7 4 

U t t a r p r a d e s •1 2 . 1 8 2 1 5 4 5 9 2 . 3 7 2 1 5 SiO 
V J e s t B e n g a l _ 'J-42 '•' 2 3 2 5 6 1 2 , 5 4 ' 2 3 S 599 

All I n d i a 2 . 1 0 2 1 0 2 . 3 1 2 1 2 4 9 0 

1 / s o u r c e s NSS D r a f t R e p o r t n o - 2 7 0 , 2 5 t h r o u n d ( 1 9 7 0 - 7 1 ) , 

2/ T h e e s t i m a t e s a r e o b t a i n e d f r o m L a b o u r B u r e a u ; f i g u r e s f o r 

C o l . ( 3 ) a r e t a k e n f r o m t h o s e r e l a t i n g t o a g r i c u l t u r a l 

l a b o u r h o u s e h o l d s a n d t h o s e ' f o r C o l - ( 3 ) f r o m t h o s e 

' r e l a t i n g t o a l l r u r a l l a b o u r h o u s e h o l d s f o r 1 9 7 4 - 7 5 . 

T h e c h a n g e s i n N o . o f d a y s o f w a g e e m p l o y m e n t d u r i n g 

1 9 7 0 - 7 1 t o 1 9 7 4 - 7 5 a r e i g n o r e d -



TABL>; O .̂̂ ) s Estimates of annual wages of agricultural 
;3 labour households and all rural labour 

households in 1974-7D for the •:rsi-x selected 
States and All India. 

State 

Number of day- of wage 
employment o^ men 
Agricul- Non- Tot-
tural agricul- al 1/ 

tural 
ill 121 

7.verage claily earnings 
of monCRs.) 
Agricul- Non-agricul
tural tural oper-
opGrgtion ation 

151 
Agricultural Labour households ( 1974-75 ) 

Bihar 177 
Gujarat 203 
Maharashtra 211 
Tamil Nadu 147 
Uttar PradeshlQ9 
West Bengal 204 

121 

All India 2/ 

All rurpil labour household (1974-75) 
Bihar 152 50 202 
Gujarat 100 59 239 
Maharashtra 100 59 239 
Tamil Na<^ 131 43 173 
Uttar Prade3hl62 53 215 
West Bengal 170 50 236 

3.24 
3-22 
2.64 
3.69 
3.21 
3.49 

3.06 
3.11 
3.70 
4.44 
3.95 
4.06 

Wages foi 
men (ns./ 

Col.2x5 4 
Col.3x6 
ill 

24 • 201 3,22 3.30 651 
20 231 3.24 3.22 740 
20 239 2.53 2.00 636 
20 167 3-64 3.S6 606 26 215 3,19 3.66 690 
20 2 3 2 3.49 3-27 004 
25 210 3 . 2.1 3.27 601 

505 
763 
593 
670 
729 
903 

All India 2/ 160 52 212 3. 2G 4.09 

1/ 

734 

The estimates given in Cols. 4-6 are obtained from the 
Labour Bureau-
The estimates given in Cols. 2-4 are obtained frcOT 
summary Report of RLE (1974-75) p^g^ 1 5 . 3 . ^ ^ ^ ^^^^3^ 
breakdowns are not available for the States, the estimates 
for Cols- 2 and 3 for the States are obtained by using 
All India ratio. 

2/ 


